to G-A * N A T. =»): 
ISUBSTANTIATION:: 
2 4.OR, AN 
rto the- Ordinary Queſtion;#he- | 
4 man may be-ſaved in the Ro- 
man Catholick Religion? 
'F ReduQion ot- tt to another, 
bether one can be faved, who Ap penny 


bits 4 true Religren,- Jrineth bin? with-/ 
Wo: Idolatery Þ #7 
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roi le teins ante 0s Le Ks 4 b 
 Omnes  ad- 1am - eſſe a Bfear vans 
bh daraveruns Creathris loco, Roffen(! 5 comrR.: ; 
bolatnp. lib. 1-cap'> » 
f, 6, 7 Krow ye not that the inr ighteows ſbat! —"_ Cab 
Kingdom of God, w——— veather Idolatrigt BT 
"—y Idolaters and _4ll lyavs ſhall bats th per 
» Keri which burns with on wh brimſtane. TN 
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To. his highly - Honoured 
-.-Friend, Fobþz Haws Do@o 

*- of Phylick. = 


7 9.V 1-think, (Sir) know wv 
4-400 well ,, to judg that by the 
| Publication of theſe two Sermons I 
defigy any thing of name, to my ſelf 
or thought to Jugply any varkit) in 


the.World. T ajy ſo. well acqneirted 7 


with Books as to kno LY a4 "ors 
Treatiſes enough in, the. World 'o 


this Argument , that: nothing 
new can be ſaid in #8 What can be 


ſaid after Ja many learned holy Men, 
and many of them diſputing for their 
lives? Tet the moſt of what they have 
ſaid is either in Latin, which af 
underitand not.,or in ereat Volumns 
which every Parſe will not reach , 
and for the moſt part mixed with 
other Heterogeneous Arguments. 

The Real Preſcace not of Chriſt 
| A 2 only 


__—_.” 'The Epiltle Dedicatory. te 


only ;—but the Body-and Blood ..of 
Chriſt i the Sacrament is now 
made* a Theam "for ' ever | 
houſe:” 7 thought thoſe that -unger- 
ſtood not Latin, nor how to take an 


Argument out of a long Diſpute, nor | 


could lay ont. four or five Shillings, 
«- T% SITE. ( YO OY 

A788 poſſibly ſpare F 0ur-pence yor 
S7x-pence for a little Vade "mecum 
in the caſe. But, $ir, this 'wws nbt al. 


About a year and a'balf ſince 'n Tran- q 


ger came to me, \but ſuch 4 ore whoſe 


Paretts, Family, and" Edutation I 


very well kntw to be as averſe as is 
imaginable to Popery, (when be had 
once told me %-" he was, to be ſq- 
tisfied. in this” Qneftion, Whether 
one'might not be faved in the Ro- 


miſh Catholick Religion ? Being 


fartled at the fruit of a Branch from 
ſuch a Root, I craved leave before I 
direly ſpake to his Queſtion, to in- 
treat him to tell me, What temptation 
he could have to ſuch a thonght? He be« 
gan the uſual harangue of the Anti- 
quity and Unity of that Religion. 7 


a5 kt 


Coffee- | 


— 
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- The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 


2+kt him if be had been bred a Scholar 


or had travelled? He denying both 5 1 
quickly ſtop't his mouth as to thoſe pleas, 
telling him they were both: falſe, but if 


| true, they could be to him no Argument, 


becauſe he conld have no evidence 0 

them 5 and therefore he did but trifle 
with mwe.Ttold him we were upen a Que- 
ron concertting Eternal Salvation, and 


4 it became him to be ſeriows. He then told 
| me, He con la-weuer go to Meetings with 
| h1# "friends." butt wai\ perſwaded of the 


truth of the Arminian pomnts, and found 
that the Chureh of Rome better agreed 
with' them than . the Dodrines of the 
Church of England. 7 teid bim, All of 
that Church embraced them not, though 
in that T thought he ſpake truth. This. 
Sir, rrade me remember, the Soveraign 
'Drug,.the Father ReCtordung (imce told 
ws they had planted in England, (the 


jg vertne of it, it ſeems, was to purge us of 


the Proteſtant Religion ). Comine to the 
; Queſtion T freely told him, It he un- 
"der{tood his Queſtion of vne. who. had” 
Yeen bred in' a knowledg of the Scrip- 


Lures 


The .Epiſtle Dedicatory. 
tures, 'and\under the free Preaching off 
, the Golpel, and apoliatized to Popery, 
my 'ovinion + was, Such a one,fo living] 
* and dying; could not be faved. He,aeH. 
hear fince,reſolved to venture it, T fare: 
ſaw. T ſhould be judged Durus pater As 
poſtatarum;. and therefore thought my | 
ſelf a little concerned. to juſtifie my fel | 
as to that ſentence. Tf. <Apoſtatizers tl} 
groſrIdolaters:ſo dyiuge annot be faves, 
.\ſarely they Fairy) 0-10 the firſt ri 
' 20 my thoughtof\.Proiviting theſe papuld 
Diſconrſes, Pretcbed ' more than 4. ye 
and half fince. That the World ſaw the 
0 ſooner. is none of my fault, though if 
"will poſſubly be a juſt admiration to 
. Sir, why (eſpecially in ſuch a time) thy 
 pwblication ſhould be hindred, by any 
" «12 ho would be thought the only enemi 
«#0 \Popery. Twill aſſure yon,S1r, there 
of a. line. altered, no not a word fre 


J 
/ 


ks, Tu _ = . 


> 4 
- what they were when firſt offered for th 
- Preſs. Beſtdes, Sir, you know what a op "\,, 


-i8 ade as if Non-con. were rather fi 


Lvourers of Popery, than adverſariecty. 
- it; none of them would either preacly 


, 


The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 


hy or write againſt it. It is not ingemris 
Bl W to hold their hands, and then to ery 
vg they 1 will not write, At length # breaks 
Et through fo help to ſtop that clamonr.Tow' 
ue Sir, are ſo we verſed 1} Hhings of Relz-. 
Ay gion,as to know, that there is 0 gronmed 


Gl to ſu ſpe them of favonring. Popety,) 
TC 


who are fixed in theſe Do@rines. 
i." rt. That ever 'y private, Chriſtian hath 
wal diſcye- 
Eh his Cen- 


yy 
. b 4 judgment of. private pr 
fion,and cannot do ought 
14 ſcience tells hi is ſin, nor gelieve. as the 
Al Charch belicveth .meerly becauſe it ſo be- 
e lieves. © 
Ki 2. That out Tuſtification before God 
is through the Righteouſneſs of Chrift 
bboe# to us for Righteonſneſs, not 
for any works of our own,either done be- | 
fore or afier Regeneration, '» I» 
3- That juitifying Faith is not a bare 
aſſent to a Fropolition, but 4 receiving 
Chriſt as Prieſt, Prophet and King, and 
4 - ucial adherence to him,» him only. 
A 4. That though there be a Real Pre- 
ſence of Chriſt in the Sacrament, yet 
7 there is no Real Preſence of the Fleſh 
and 


Ti 
f 
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: The'Epiltle Dedjeatory, F 
ard Blood uf. Chriſt there, further thank ' 
as in #he Signs... Theſe things, Sir, Jon, 
knew, None con.,generally bold, When, 
Maſe things, Sir, had encayraged me toll ./ 
liſh theſe Sermons, I ſaw another ad, 
vantage 1 EE Lens by Entifuling Jon. 
to-themr,once-in my life to preſcribe to; 


him who hath ſo often preſeribed to mel 
4nd 'minexut that Sir, Tthink, you "eng hy 


% 
+ . 


any ſuch. dagidote, being your ſelf able 
to. do "ntmcGore than here 3s done, and |. 


to. diſpoſſeſs, a5 many of the Romiſh 
DINE 5 baron ( þ DoG@or but" 
Pratitioner in your art) in this Coun- 
try, is ſaid.te. have poſſeſſed with them. | 
'Trs only done;'Sir, for. 4 teſtimony ta] 4 
| them, of the zeal. I know you poſſeſs 
with for the Proteſtant. Religion, and 
pf the reſpeFFs which he owes you whom 
you have made ſo much, | 


Your moſt obliged Seryant, 


X $.? > > . 
l T 4 E 4 7 C. : +4 


L 


JansVvER 
i 
n, 
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- To that Ordinary 
Popiſh Nueſtion, 


Whether ene deſerting the Proteſant 
? Religion, may not be Saved in the 
% | Communion of the Romiſh Church ? 
F 


- 


IT 


Marth. 26. 26,27. 


21 And ſaid, Take, eat, this is my Bod). 
And he took the Cup, and gave thanks, 
and gave it to them ſaying, Drink 
you all of it. 


BN the explication of the 
Doctrine of the ' Sacra- 
WM ment of the Lon from 

II2e that accouut which the E- 

Be vangeliſt gives of itin this 

C&S Chapter, (where we have 

FD 2 record of its firſt Inſtstu- . 

we are come to theſe words : And, 


Take, eate, this 15 my gun In my 
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2 A -Diſcourſe againſt 
| laſt diſcourſeI ſhewed you, what our bleſ- 
| ſed Lord did; He took Bread, he bleſſed it, 
' be brake it, he pave it to them : In this I ſhall 
apply my ſelf to the explication of what 
he ſaid ; He ſaid, This is my body, In this 
the three Evangelifts, and St. Paul all a- 
gree; but then Mark and Luke add, which 
was given; St, Paul 1 Cor, 11. ſaith which 
was broken for you. Then he took the Cap 
----and ſaid, Drink, you all of it, for this us 
my Blood of the new Teſtament which is ſhed 
For the remiſſion of Sins (ſo our Evangeliſt) ; 
St. Mark, Ch. 12.24. ſaith, He ſaid, Thes #s 
my Blood of the new Teſtament which is ſhed 
for many : St, Paul 1 Cor. 11. 25, This 
Cup is the New Teſtament, un my blood, This 
dee you, As oft as you drink it, in remembrance 
of me, All agree jn theſe words, T hs is my 
' Body. For the other Element, This ts my 
Blood (faith Mathew and Mark, )) This Cu 
is the new Teſtament in my Blood (fait 
Luke and Paul). The propoſition is plain. 
Prop. The Bread and Wine in the Sacra- 
rent of the Lords Supper, are the body and. 
blood of Chriſt. 
The difficulty is about the right under- 


ſtanding of the termes, all of them have! 


afforded” matter of great Controverſy. 


Both the Subje# in the propofition This, 
TuT6 5 and the Predicate, My body, my blood 3. 
and the;.coupling particle. [./5.}; A»wordJ 


: 
, 
4 
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made 'up-but of ro letters, but  whic 
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Tranſubſtantiation. 3 
hath been occaſion of great ſtrife, an 
entrance into a large Field of Blood, The 
UL } Apoſtle Fxde willeth us to contend carneſt- | 
t | ly for the Faith delivered to the Saints, Fude 
is | 3. and the Apoſtle to the Hebrewes encou- 
- | raging them to a patient ſuffering,tells them, 
bh | They had not yet reſiſted unto Blood. 1 know 
h |} no propoſition of Chriſtian Faith, about 
p | which there hath been more contention, 
5 | None, the Errors againſt the truth in which 
4} have been more eagerly reſiſted untg Blood, 
3 | for now more thettafour hundred Years, 
Ty (fince Pope Innocent the third's time, for the 
d | popiſh Doctrine in the caſe commenceth 
zs | no higher) then this propofition under our 
's | preſent Debate, Upon this Stone died all 
e | thoſe bleſſed Martyrs in Q. Aartes time, 
y | inour own Land, yea the whole Chriſtian 
y | world hath been upon this account filled 
: 


with chriſtian Blood. It was then the 
popiſh Shibboleth, Doe you believe that in 
the Sacrament of the Altar is the natural bo- 
dy and blood of Chriſt which he brought with 
di him out of the Womb of the Virgins was 

the killing-queſtion then : It is made the 
| Proteſtant Shibbolcth now ; but with this 
difference (to ſhew you the difference be- 
twixt the mercics of the Synagogue of Anti- 
chriſt,& the truce Church of Chriſt) : As the 
Gileadites ſerved the Eplraimtes, Judg. 12. 
LF 6. whoſoever could not ſpeak according to 
WS their Dialect, they rook, him: and ſlew ou 3 
A685 B 2 0 
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© .4 A Diſcourſe againſt 
ſo did the Papiſts to our Fore-fathers : did 


Ifay So ? yea, they ſuffered them not to 
die after the . ordinary manner of Male- 
faſtoxs ; him or her , - after ſtarving and 
ſuffoeating them in Priſon and Coale-hoy- 


ſes, they burned alive. But now if any of | 


theſe nick-named Chathokcks cannot ſpeak 
after Proteſtants, 'it is onely ſaid to them, 
Sit down lower,and give place to thoſe who are 
more worthy than you : We will nottruft you 
with a Sword in your es, of wiſe bloo- 
dy mindes we have hag ſuch experience. I 
ſhall in my Diſcourſe 

I. Shew you the defferent Opinions, about 
' the ſence of the Propoſition,” or rather of the 
word [is] for there lies'the difference. 

2, I ſhall give you ſome of thoſe Argu- 
ments, by which the Proteſtant-ſenſe is con- 
firmed, and the ſenſe by others forced upon it 
is impugned. 

There are three Opinions differently fa- 
voured by three great Parties of the Chri- 
ſtian World concerning the ſence of the 
V Vord. 

- 44,2008 m_ ſay[lIt is], that is,the Bread 

is converted, changed or tranſubſtantiated 
ito the natural body of Chriſt, Their O- 
pinion is this; That immediately upon the 
Prieſts Conſecration, the ſubſtance of the 
Bread is turned into the body of Chrilt. 


- *But the accidents of the bread, the white=; 
' neſs, quanti”” figure, ſavour, corruptib-y 
lity,z 


©; IK. 
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to open it, that we may. underſtand.it. 
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Tranſ ub ſtantiation. 


| lity, ec, do remain, under which cnchink 


the real, natural body of Chriſt, the ſame 


' whichhe brought out of the Virgins womb. 


So that to them [is] ſignifies z5 converted, is 
changed into; this is the Romith ſenſe. 

2. The Lutherans pretend (as juſtly they 
may) to abhor. this monſtrous ſenſe, and 
mend the matter alittle, and but alittle; 
they interpret is by [adeſt] is preſent with : 
and this is that which they ſay, That the re- 
al, natural Body of Chriſt, is preſent with the 
bread & V Vine;the Bread is not annihilated 
(ſay they), not changed and tranſubſtantia- 
ted, but the body of Chriſt is preſent with 
it ; and is Sacramentally eaten by the Com- 
municants, Hence (they ſay), that at the 
Sacrament of the Supper, there is a threc- 
fold Eating. | 

1. The one Natural,fo we cate the bread, 
true ſubſtantial Bread. 

2. The ſecond Sacramental, ſo we eate 
the body of Chriſt : This they ſay is no phy- 
fical eating, yet performed by our bodily 
Mouth. 

3. The third Spiritual, ſo by Faith every 
true believer doth there ſpiritually eate the 
Fleſh, and drink.the Bloud of Chriſt, Con- 
cerning the firſt and laſt of theſe there is no 
queſtion betwixt us ; we grant, the one and 
the other, The ſecond we doe not under | 
ſtand, and ſhall find it difficult for them ſo . 
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6 | A Diſcourſe againſt 

3. The third is the Opinion of more re- 
formed Proteſtants, who interpret [1s] by 
[ fignifies]; and this is what we aſſert for the 
truth of this Propoſition, 

That the Bread and VV ine, in the Sacra- 
ment of the Supper, doth truly ſignify and (by 
inſtitution) repreſent the Body and Bloud, 
that is the death of Chriſt : and Chriſt (we 
ſay) is there, truly and really, yet but Spirs- 
#ally ; and the Vertue and Efficacy of Chriſts 
Death, ſo far as concerns growth and profici- 
ency in Grace, #5 there truly received by every 
beleiuing Soul. | 

[ am not ignorant, that amongſt us there 
are ſome who halt a little betwixt theſe two 
Opinions, they w6uld have a real Preſence 
there, and that ſomthing more than ſprricu- 
a!, but the manner they cannot expreſs; 
but I ſball not concern my ſelf in the fancy 
of ſo ſmall a party, till they can better 0- 
pen to us their own ſenſe, and diſtinguiſh 
that Real-Preſence more than Spiritual, from 
the popiſh Tranſubſtantiation or the Luthe« 
rane Conſubſtantiation : what other concomi- 
zancy then one of theſe they can fancy, 
we cannot tell; and believe it will be an 
hard thing for them to tell us. This is a day 
when the Popiſh Emiſlaries are very buſy 
in every Shop and Coffee-Houſe, I ſhall 
therefore inſiſt a little more largly upon 


this great Controverſy : and open my firſt} 
- _ Propolition by theſe shree :- . | 


. 
# «7 
: p 4 4 


— 


\ $ of os TT <4. 1 % © 


- YI 0 7, oh a(þan# WH 


Tranſubſtantiation, 7 
FG Prop. The Bread and Wine in the Sa- 
trament is not annihilated, not changed, or 
tranſubſtantiated into the natural body of 
Chriſt : (This I aſſert againſt the Papilts). 

3. Prop. T he natural Body of Chriſt : 1 not 
preſent in the ſupper of the Lord with the 
Elements of Bread and Wine, nor eaten with 
our Mouths : (this againſt the Lutherans;) 

3. Prop. Th: bread and wine in the Supper of 
the Lord, do truly ſignify the Body and” Blood 
of Chriſt, who is really but ſpiritually preſent, 
4nd to be by Faith recerved by believers, 1 be- 
gin, with the firſt 
' Prop. The bread and wine, inthe Sacra- 

ment 15 not the natural body and blood of 
Chriſt, by any annihilation, or periſhing 
of the ſubſtance of the bread, of wine, or 
tranſubſtantiation,or change of them in- 
to his body and bloud. 

I ſhall not _ you (nor ſo much as 
hope my ſelf) to ſpeak any thing new in 
ſo beaten a ſubjet, which hath alſo been 
argued by ſo many .men of incomparable 
learning, reaſon, and underſtanding in the 
Scriptures, arguing alſo for their lives: F 
may poſhbly (as the ſtraits of time 
for this exerciſe will give me leave) give 
you ſomthing of the ſubſtance of larger 
diſcourſes ina more known Language, and 
plainer expreſſions, than thoſe who being. 
out of the Pulpit took themſelves obliged . 
iſcourſe in more Scholaſtick expreſſions. 
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There are but three wayes (which I know | 


of ) which God hath given us by which we 


may meaſure the truth or falſhood of any 


Propoſition, Revelation, Reaſon, and' Senſe : 
We will take them all out,and meaſure this 
piece of Popiſh ſtuff by them ſeverally. In 
ſhort, we charge it with all the faults 'tis 
poſſible the matter of a Propokition ſhould 
be guilty of; as being contrary | 


I. To the Divine Revelation of Holy 


PP, - 
' 2. To Reaſon, in any Exerciſe of ut, 
3. To the evidence of all our Senſes unaer 
the cogniſance of which it can come. 

Under one or other of theſe Heads, I 
ſhall reduce all my diſcourſe. 

I begin with the firſt; I know here they 
will clamour moſt : they will not pretend 
to much evidence of Senſe or Reaſon, All 
their pretended ftrength is in Divine Reve- 
lation ; and. that no where, but in this and 
the patallel Texts: Nor haye they any 
thing here, but what is in the VVord [is] ; 
nor any more in that, but what is in many 
other texts to prove Chrift Bread, YV ater, 
4 Door, a Shepheard, cc. (and many other 
things). PI S on | 

But certainly entire phraſes of Scripture, 
much more fingle words, confefſedly Poly- 

ſemaus and of various interpretation, mult 
be ſo interpreted as to agree with the letter 
and reaſon of other Scriptures; Now how 
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much other Scripture croſſeth this interpre: 
tation of this Scripture, I ſhall ſhew yoy 
by reducing the various ſcriptures to a few 
certain Heads. | 

I. The firſt rank ſhall be, all thoſe Scrip- 
tures which ſpeak of Chriſts body, not con- 
tmuing upon the Earth, after his Aſſention, 
but the Heavens centerming him. Jo. 13. 33. 
Little Children, yet a little while and ] am 
with you , —_—_ I go you cannot come, 


Þ Jo. 16, 17. 1 go to the Father. ]o. 12.8. The 


poor you have alwayes with you, but me you 
have not always, AQs 3.21. VVhom the 
Heavens muſt receive until the reſtutution of 
all things, Theſe, and ſuch like Texts, are 
doubtleſs to be underſtood of the bodily 


preſence of Chriſt; and plainly ſpeak of 
Heaven, as the place which regciveth it, 
and muſt receive it to the end of the world. 
And thoſe texts in Fohn as plainly deny a- 
ny bodily preſence of Chriſt on the Earth ; 
Now if Chriſts natural Body, were all- 
ways preſent when the Supper is admini- 
ſtred, theſe texts could have no Truth; his 
Body would at leaſt once a week be upon 
the Earth, in one place or other ; Nay all 
the week long the papiſts would have him; 
if not on the Altar, yet in their Box ; they: 
muſt have an Hoft always ready to be car- 


$5ed about, and I hope that too is the natu- 
Jral Body of Chriſt. But this argument will 
auch | 


depend upon the next, | 


k, ' 4 Fo 


The 


_ A Diſconrſe againſt 
2. The ſecond rank of Scriptures, is of 


thoſe which deny the being of Chriſts Body 


in more places than one at the ſame time. _ 
tell us, that #t #s the very ſame body whi 

Cbriſt brought out of the Womb of the Virgin, 
which the | why is changed into, or which 
ſacceedeth the bread (for that phraſe better 
ſomtimes pleaſeth Bellarmine) in the Suppet 
of the Lord. Now there is none who knows 
not that at the ſame time the ſupper is cele- 
brated in thouſands of places, wherever 
it is adminiſtred (according to their Opini- 
on) mult be this body of Chrift ; but they 
will not fay that Chriſt hath more than one 
natural Body. And the Scriptures ſay, that 
body which he hadin the World was not 
in one place at the ſame time when it was 
in another, 7o. 171.15, 1 am glad (ſaith 
Chriſt ſpeaking of the place where Laz« 
745 died) that I was not there; What ſay 
_ the Angels? Mar. 28.6. He is riſen, he 
3s not here. Why might it not be here, and 
there, and in a thouſand places more, if it 
be poſſible that at the ſame time, it ſhould 
be where-ever the Sacrament of the Suppet 
is adminiſtred ? Butif it be, it is a__ 
of a different conſtitution, from that whic 

the Scripture telleth us that was, which 


Chriſt brought ont of the Virgins Womb. 
3. A third rank of Scriptures, ſhall be 
of thoſe, Where our Lord promiſeth the pre 
fence of his Spirit, to ſupply his bodily 4 


$- very one that will may come and behold 


"4 
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ſence : which is much of the Argument 


both of the 14th and 16 chapters of Fohr, 
What needed the Apoſtles have been trou- 
bled, for the abſence of Chriſt, as to his 
natural bodyly Preſence, (as it is mani- 
fe& they were from Fo. 14. 1. Fo. 16. 9.) ? 
Or, what needed our Saviour, in order to 
the comforting of his Diſciples under this 
trouble, have promiſed the preſence of his 
Holy Spirit for their reliefe under this trou- 
ble? If either the Diſciples had thoughr, 
or Chriſt had intended, that his natural 
Body ſhould have been really preſent with 
them, ſo often as they would fulfil his com- 
mand in eating of this Bread, and drinking 
this Cup, (which he had commanded rhem 
to do often in remembrance of Him). Be- 
fides, how came our Saviour in that conſo- 
latory Sermon Fo. 14. 15, 16. ch. to miſs 
this ſo obvious and oppoſite an Argument 
to comfort them as to their apprehenſtons 
of his departure? How eaſy had it been 
with him, to have made all ſhort by telling 
them, you may make Prieits, and they 
may make my Body as oft as they pleafea 
and you may carry it about with you in 

Box ; and though every Laick ſhall not ſee 
me, but the Prieſts ſhall keep me; yet if 
they be in the leaft ſick, I will preſently 


come unto them; and as I go through your 


Streets, a Bell ſhall ring before me, and e- 
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me. This (I ſay) had been a real proper 
Argument ; but doubtleſs neither our Savi- 
our nor his Diſciples ever thought ' of » 
It. 

4. A fourth rank of Scriptures, ſhall be ſt 
of ſuch as ſpeak of Sacraments as ſpiritual | Cl 
Meat, and the food which Chriſt giveth as | 
ware Food, and eating the Fleſh and] vf 
drinking the blood of Chriit as 4 ſpiritual | 01 
Aion, 1 Cor. 10. 1. The: Fathers did all | ſo 
eate the ſame ſpiritual Meat ; and drank 4 
the ſame ſpiritual Drink,: Chrilt compares | th 
himſelf to Water, Bread, Manna, Jo, 4. 
Jo. 6. but it is becauſe as theſe were the na- | 11 
tural Food of the body, ſo he was the /pi-] V 
ritual Food of the Soul; as is plain, for | cc 
Fo, 4. 14. He is ſuch Water as who ſo | 11 
arinkes ſhall nor thirſt again, but it ſhould be ſu 
in him a well of VVater , ſpringing up to 
Eternal Life, hes ſuch Bread, as he that | 
commeth unto him ſhall never hunger, Jo. 6, Te 
35. not die,v.5o. but live for ever. It ſpeak- 
eth indeed of eating the Fleſh, and drinking th 
the Blood of Chriſt; but ſuch an eating, | 
and ſuch a drinking, as they who uſe not," At 
have no life in them,Fo, 6. 53. they that do }| ** 
uſe, have Eternal Life and ſhall be raiſed up ſr 
* at the laſt Day, v. 5.4. dwell in Chrilt and | W 
they in Him, v: 56. :Now this ſurely is no 
vatural but ſpiritual: Eating, But this ' 
Doirine makes eating the Fleſh, and drinks \ 
27g the Blood of Chriſt, a Natur 4 caving ape 


* 
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drinking ; and ChriſtsFleþ) and Blood is by it 
made natural Food, I am not ignorant 
that Bellarmine contendeth that Fo. 6. is to 
be underſtood of the Sacrament ; but he re- 
ſtrains his aſſertion to thoſe words 'm that 
chapter only, v. 5 1. The bread which I ſhalt 


give 1s my F leſh wkich I will give for the life 


ef the World, But he is aware that divers 
of his own feather (and thofe no mean per- 
ſons ) Gabriel, Cuſanus , Cajetan, Tapper, 
Heſſelins and : Fanſenius, &c, were of ano- 
ther mind ; yet he contends for it, becauſe 
Chriſt ſpeaks in the future ſenſe 7 wil! give. 
I wonder how Chriſt could ſay 7 doe groe, 
when as yet bis time of ſuffering was not 
come,(of which he manifeſtly ſpeaks) ? but 
I muſt not enlarge ; thoſe who at their lea- 
ſure will peruſe what Chamer and YVYhita- 
ker, and others have anſwered, will cafily 
ſee the vanity of the }eſuites progf of that 
Text's relation to the Sacrament. * 

5. Akfith rank of Scriptures, is of thoſe 


that ſpeak of the Elements both before, and 


after the conſecration, as Bread and VV me: 
And this my' text doth, and all the 6ther 
texts parallel to it, (where the Papiſts only 
ſtrength lieth)). He rock, He brake, He gave . 


4 What? Bread, 1 Cor.1 1 23, leſt any ſhould 
fay, this was before the Conſecration, that 


is not true ; for He did not give it before 


| He bleſſed it, The Apoſtle addeth, as oft 


35 you eate this Bread, v. 27. Then v. 28.- \ 


&- 
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whoſaever eateth of this Bread. v, 2g, Let 
him eate of this Bread, Then ſurely when 


Vi 
we e2te it, it is bread ; not the natural fieſh| B 
it 
fo 


of Chriſt, but bread : but I ſhall have ops 
portunity further to diſcourſe this Argus 
ment, when I come to the Arguments from | Ul 
Reaſon, concluding from Scripture-princi P 

les, | 219 
2 6. A ſixth rank ſhall be'of thoſe Scrip- Fa 
tures, which ſpeak, of the attion of Chriſti 
ans receiving the Sacrament as a Remem- he 
brance of Chriſr: Surely we do not r& | 
member a body preſent before us, but ab. | £4 
ſent : thus Luke ſpeaketh, Lu. 22. 19. thus | ©: 
St. Paul, 1 Cor, 11, 24, ( but poſſibly 1 th: 
may alſo hereafter touch upon this) . | i 

7: A ſeventh rank, may be of thoſe | ul 
Seiptures, which mention the natural bo: | Cid 
dy.of Chriſt as ſubjett to our Senſes, as ex- | Mi 
poſed to Accidents. Theſe are very many | # 
after His Reſuretion (ſaith Pau!) he was thi 
ſeen of five hundred brethren at once, he was the 
felt —_—_— 1 Cor, 15. Luk, 21. If thel W 
bread be. rranſubſtantiated, or His Body | dr: 
coucheth under the accidents of bread, or | bre 
ſucceedeth the ſubſtance of Bread, it is not | 
certainly ſuch a zatural body of Chrift as] dc 
the ſcripture deſcribeth to us; and conſe/ 
quently, not- that very body which he 
Ovyt with Him out of the. Virgins 

8. Eightly, we read ar, 15. 27. the 
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& vriſhment,paſs the ſame way; and in the 
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PPhatſaever entreth in at the mouth goeth in- 
zo,the belly, and 15 caſt out of the Draught. 
But ſurely ſo is not the body of Chrilt ; and 
it were Blaſphemy (in a very high degree } 
for any to afſertit; nor (to give them their 
due) will any of them ſay ſo; whence we 
conclude, that then it is bread, not the bo- 
dy of Chriſt, which we take into our 


.mouth in the Sacrament, and which goeth 


into our belly: For our Saviour plainly 
here ſaith, that whatſoever goerh into the 
mouth [that is, in order to nouriſhment] 


gaeth into the. belly, and is caſt out in the 


Draught. We would know of them, what 
thatis, that in. the Sacrament goeth into 
the belly, and is ſo caſt out ? They ſay the 
ſubſtance of the bread is periſhed ; the ac- 
cidents of bread, cannot diſturb the ſto- 
mach and be ſo caſt out. They ſay that the 
Body of Chriſt entreth into our mouth ;, but 
the Species being corrupted in the ſtomach, 
there it ceaſeth to be the body of Chriſt. 
We ask, what that is that goeth into the 


' draught ? It cannot be the meer accidents of 
| bread, Sola accidentia, nihil patiuntur. Bel- 


larmine ſaith, that text is onely to be un- 
derſtood of that which is taken fer our bo- 
dily nouriſhment. But this is an excep- 
tion. without warrant from the Scripture 
beſides, it is apparent, that Phyſick and 0- 
ther things not taken mcerly for bodily 
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Sacrament alſo it is apparent there is'a bg 
dily nouriſhment ; themſelves tells us' off 
ſome that lived meerly with eating an 
drinking the: Sacramental bread and 
wine. ft on, "45 LY by. 
'9. The ninth and laſt rank of ſcripture 
which I ſhall mention, isof thoſe whidi 
mention Chriſt's tare of humiliaticn as palt} 
Divines out of ſcripture take, notice-of 
double eſtate of Chriſt ; the firſt. they calf 
bis eſtate of Humiliation , containing albt 
time of his ſuffering, when he was in the 
form of a ſervant, when (as the Apoſtle 
faith) he humbled himſelf ; he nothinged hin} de 
ſelf - when he was (as the Prophet ſpeaks)} of 
oppreſſed, afflifted, a man of griefs, &c. If!} tri 
5 3. The ſecond was his Eftare of Exaltation;} - 
eginning at his Reſurrection: Now we Pc 
ſay, Chriſts eſtate of Humiliation is paſt: Hr | the 
| Wavsonce offered to bear the fin of many, but} ſo1 
He ſhall appear the ſecond time without ſin'}| (v 
unto Salvation, fleb, g, 28. ſo alſo 1 Pet. z;'Þ tre 
18. Phil. 2. 8. 9. He was found im faſhion ai ſor 
a Man," and took upon Him the form of A ſto 
Servant, and was made in the likeneſs of menz\} it 1 
and being found in the faſhion of a Man, be: 
humbled himſelf, and became obedient ww 
Death, even to the Death: upon the Croſs; 
wherefore God hath highly Exalted bim, && 
ſo. Ats, 5. 31. Him hath Godexalted 
bis right Hand,to be a Prince and a, Saviour! 
The ſcripture every -where - mentioneth 
275 22%, 3: MO 
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of Ghrift's fate of humiliation as paſt; [and 
fs his preſent ſtate to be a ſtate of exaltation, 
$4 But ſurely (if this- popifh Doctrine wete 
{4 true) Chriſt is in his eſtate of humiliarion 
7 ſtill. Every time a prieſt Conſecrates: he 
# makes his body, and that ſo handfomely, 
$ as that it ſhall couch under the accidents of 
Bread and Wine, nay to ſucceed in the 
| place of a piece of bakers Bread; and couch 
$ in a box; and be,by the Prieft,carried up and 
down the ſtreets; certainly this is an humi- 
lation, and that to a ſtrang degree. | 
Thus you have heard, ſome of that Evi- 
dence which we have from the Revelation. 
of Scripture, againſt this monſtrous Doc- 
trine, Ve SH SPITE 
- 2. But we ſhall find no more light in this 
Popiſh Nption, by the'uſe of the Candle of 
the Lord, ſet up inour Souls, (which is rea- 
ſon), then from the Lamp of the . Lord, 
(which is holy Writ); it every whit con- 
tradicteth Reafon as .much as Faith. Rea- 
ſon in us is a! pawey or faculty. Diſcourling. . 
from Principles to concluſions; and we uſe 
4 it two: ways, , | | 
«4 1. Setting it to work upon | Natural 
#4 Brinciples, which ſhine by the light of Na+ 
77 fvre, and are evident to thoſe who. never 
3 knew what Scripture meant. . TAKE) 
v4 -2: Setting it ſecondly to work upon, Scrip+ 
we Principles, ant ſo tape nts 
pole faith) rhingsſpirirng! with ſpirital, 
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18 A Diſcourſe 4gainſ} 
Few Divine Truths are indeed the firſt way 
demonſtrable, but ſome are. Let us in this 
caſe uſe reaſon which way we will, and we 
ſhall find it ſufficiently contradiQing this 
monſtrous Conception. 
. Let us uſe it thebrit way, obſerving what 
- weby thelight of Nature have diſcovered, 
1. Concerning Bodies, 2, Concerning Sub- 
ſtances, and Accidents, The very light of 
natural Reaſon ſheweth us, that there are 
two ſorts of Created Beings, which divide 
the Creation. 
Some Beings, have aſubliſtance of them- 
ſelves, as Stones, the Earth, all living Bo- 
dies, ce,” Others have no ſubſiſtance of 
themſelves, yet are ſomething ; as Colour, 
Savout, Length, Breadth, &c. The firſt we 
call ſebſtances , the ſecond we call Acci- 
dents ; becauſe they are appurtenances 
to ſubſtances which are the ſubjects recei- 
ving of them, and without which they 
cannot ſubfiſt ; there can be no length, 
without a ſubſtance, which is long. 
Looking again we diſcerne a differing 
Nature in Subſtances : Some have parts dif- 
joined each from other, they have quantt- 
ty and quality, length, breadth, thickneſs, 
colour, viſible form, cc. Theſe we call Bo- 
dies, We diſcern others which have no ſuch 
quantity nor quantitative parts; theſe we 
call Spirits, Our: Lord hath taught us this! 
Luke 24:39. telling us a Spirit hath * 2 þ 
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Now concerning theſe, lookinf, again, 
for ſuch properties as ſhould agree to all 
thoſe ſubſtances which we call bodies,  a- 
mongſt others we find Locality, 1. That c- 


very body muſt be in ſome place, which /:- 


miteth and cireumſcribeth it ;, ſo that, while 
it is here, it 15 not there : Yea indeed this is 
the property of all created Beings, none of 
them can be infinite. | 

2. That all Bodies do fill and poſſeſs the 
place where they are, ſo as no other bo can be 
in that place at that tame. 

3. That all bodies have an. extenſion ef 
parts, and ſo are demenſions, length, breadth, 
thickneſs ,&C, 4.That all bodies fall under our 
ſences : we can ſee, or feel; or ta(te,or ſmell 
them. n 

Concerning thoſe Beings in-the World, 
which we call Accidents, our Reaſon infor- 
meth us, 1. That they cannot ſubſift by them- 
ſelves ; but their very Being depends upon 
their 2 bezng in ſomeſubltance; there's no 
ſuch thing as the hezght of a Tower: when 
the tower is down, or whiteneſs of 4 Wall 
when the wall is deſtroyed; 

2. That they art not capable of making ad- 
dition of ſubſtance to our ſubſtances ; what 
body can live with ſmells,or colours, or the 
length. or breadth, or thickneſs of things: 

Z: That they arc not Capable of Corrnpti- 
on and putrifaction; fleſh may corrupt, but 
fleſh cannot purtify'; . breed. 
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may mould, but the colour, or meer thick- 
rieſs of bread doth not mould. :(Letus now 
apply theſe principles of Reaſon to the pre- 


ſent.caſe :1The Papiſts ſay, That the natural 


baidy'of Chriſt is im the | -Frx.afe the ſub- 
ftance of the bread 1s periſhed, and inſtead of 


5t 3s come 'the very bady of Chriſt, ard, this 15 2t, 


whieh-35 pat imto the ade of the Commu- 
nicants. 


Un. : A body tg limited and Cirtyuſeribed. by 


flv place : that is, while it 151#0ne place, at 


cannot be 11. another. This . was true of: 
Chiilt's Body: .even. after his ReſurteRion, 


He: ariſen 7:81 the Angels), He ir or here. 
So-then,:.if the Body-of Chriſt-be.natural- 


and: 


ment is 2 
Me rgar 


niſtred, then. it cannot be in 
pace. at the ſame: time, . when 


emer adminiſtred ; :It cannot be * 


rthe ſametime, Ye. .If ene Bo«' 
-could-be i in ten: 


graat: contradiction),onc and the ſame body! 
Ck be.ſaid:to-be-near.and a far off, to lie: 
and to move, &c.:Bellarraine confeiles this 
i6.,2-molt- difficult Argument; but yet he 


wilt: hold his. own, and therefore” afirme 


that:one:and-the ſail. Sly may be itr di- 
Ve ${ſ poes: 2-1, Becauſe.al thang's are poſ- 
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here, when the Sacra-" 


; then ' one: body, 
r be: fen- bodies (which certainly is" | 
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lermine himſelf will acknowledge that God 


| Fannotdo thoſe things which imply a'con- 


tradition : God cannot make a thing ts be, 
and 7or ro be at the ſame time; and Sdabes 
leſs it is of the Eſſence of a body (which 
muſt haveTength, and breadth, and thick; 
neſs) to fill up a place, andiit cannot at the 
ſame time fill up an hundred paces. | For 
that of Paul, he "doubtleſs faw the AT 
Chriſt but not on Earth ; but as Stephen 
beheld Chriſt firing ar the right" Hand of 
God;God not workinga contradiction, ma- 
king the ſame body to be tn diverſe places, 
but miraculouſly capacitating Pau/ to ſee'& 
hear Chrift-sn the Heavens; T he Light (Wired 
from Heaven, Aft. g. 3.v.7. thoſe that were 
pins” 47; On 
x Paul was — | ed to fee 
the body of Chriſt 'as heſate' at the'ripht 
Hand of God. Now if this popiſh | 
trine wete true, one and the fame bg 
muſt be in hundreds of placey at theT aq 
time. # 8 | 
"' 2.Our Reaſon tells us, that all bodies-muft 
poſſeſs, and fill the placts where they are, ſous 


mo other bodtescan be in the ſameplace. All bo- 


dies muff "have ſome magniude, -and in all 
magnitude there muſt be an extention;/fo a3 
qnepart muſt have a ſituation different from: 
the other the': Arm 'is'not inthe place of 

the Fnger.bot beyond it : Bellarmine' im-. 


? ſelf confeſſeth, that this is _—_— to a. bo-. 
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dy,ang therefore ſaith that the whole body, 
of Chriſt with its magnitude is in the Eu- 
chrarilt ; be ſaith, that for the limitation of 
2 body by lace, or the polleſſion and ocC- 
cupation of a place, theſe are not eſſential 
$0 guantity, and ſo are ſeparable from it, 
S$ecauſe they imply no contradiction, But 
centainly ifit be not eſſential to a quantita- 
tive body to fill a place, then the ſcite or po- 
fition of one part ſhould not exclude the 
ſcite and poſition of another ; the head 
might be in the place of the hand, and the 
hand: in the place of the Head; for what 


hindereth, but the impoſſibility of two bo- 


dies being together in the ſame place, but 
that the whole. might be in the place of a 
rt! A diſpoſition to a certain place is eſ- 
ential to a body, becauſe of the neceſſary 
magnitude of it; and nothigg can be ima- 
gined more contradictive to the nature, of a 
body then that it ſhould not 611 ſome cer- 
tain place. I know they vige, 74þ. 20. 19, 
That it is faid that when the Diſciples were 
met,. and the doors ſhut, Chriſt came and 
Nogd in the midſt amongſt them, But to 
what purpoſe they urge this, I cannot tell. 
For it is not ſaid he went through the doors 
when they were ſhut ; the doors were ſhut 
before he came in amongſt them, but'it is 
not.ſaid they were ſhut when he came in: 


+ The doors might be opened toHim, He 
right come in through the Window : In 


without going through the door. 

3. Again, our Reaſon tells us that all bo- 
dies have quantitative parts, and dimenſions ; 
all bodies mult have ſomthing of greatneſs, 
length, breadth, thickneſs, according to the 
nature of the body : So that the body of 
Chriſt cannot ſucceed 2 wafer-cake, nor be 
contained within the ſpace of a man's month; 
nor ſhut up in a box, &c. Durandus (one of 
their School-men) ſtartled at this, and 
therefore thought it more reaſonable to al- 
low God a power to ſeparate quantity 
from bodies, than to affert a power in God, 
to make the body of Chriſt ſtand in the 
place of a wafer, or lie in a pix. Others of 
them,ſee —_—y enovgh in affirming that 
there may be a' body without quantity, 
(that is, a body, and yet no body); they 
will ſay the body of Chrift. in the Sacra- 
ment hath a greatneſs and quantity, but no 
parts diſtint,and ſeparate each from others 
ſpace ; that is it hath quantity, ,but it no 
quantitative parts. But Bellarmne is angry 
with both theſe Opinioniſts in his own Ro 
ſigion, and tells us that whole Chrift, that 
is, the whole body of Chriſt, with its 
magnitude, and all its accidents (excep- 
ting relation to the-place which it, hath in 


Heaven; and thofe things which are con- _ 


| ſequent to that his exiſtence in Heaven), 
4 *inthe Euchariſt ; and the whole bod 
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ſhort, Chriſt might come 'in many wayes . 


yof 


- *Þ 


E151, That Accidents ganmot ſubfift of them: 


» 


24 A- Diſcotrſe againſt 
Chriſt with all its accidents (excepting on& 
y its relation to the ſpecics of bread. as. is 
the "Euchariſt)' is at the ſame time in Hea: 
ven: and that his body in the Euchariſt 
hath ſuch figure, colour, and-patts, as ou 
bodies have; and this he ſaith is thecame 
mon opinion of their Ghurch, - Bellarmine de 
Euchapx.1l. 3.cap. 5. Now let our Reaſon butÞ 
judge how this is poſſible : -Suppoſe our $z- 
viour's body but of the leaſt ſize of humane 
bodics, 3. 4. or 5. foot high, and 1 2, or 16, 
inches thickneſs ; how is it poſſible, that it} 
ſhould ſucceed in the place of a wafer-cake' 
that is not two inches in height or thick- 
neſs? Is it not -another contradition tg 
ſay, that a body that takes up the height of 
3.4.07 5. foot, aud the: thickneſs of 12. 
inches, 'may .be contained .in the ſpace of 
one, two, or three.inches ? -* 

4. Our reaſon tells us, That bodies are 
ſubjeft to-our ſenſes, $0 one or another if 
not- to all of them : we may either ſee « 
bear, cr taſt, or ſmell,or feel any: bodily ſub- 
ſtance ; but this cannot be ſaid of the hody 
of: Chriſt in the-Euchariſt : (but I ſhall have 
occaſion further to enlarge on this hereaf- 
fer);-- ; v4,» NIB? 

Let us turn alittle: and fee, what-our 
Reaſon tells ug concerning thoſe: beings-in 
the world, which we call accidents.: And ſo 
] inſtaneed jn three things; 


{elveihh 
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ſame numerical thing once periſhed, 
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ſelves. It is impoſſible to ſeparate' the fi- 
Sure of a man from the man, the'colour of 
the Wal from the Wall, the height, length, 
or breadth, of an houſe from the houſe. 
But (according to this Doctrine) Accidents 


nl may and muſt ſubſiſt without Subſtances ; 


here is the whiteneſs of the bread, and yet 


'-no bread to be white ; the taſte of bread, 


the figure of bread, the ſmell of bread, yet 


} © hcre-4spo bread to give a taſt, nor to have 
"a figure, (than which it is impoſſible any 


thing ſhould | be more contrary to Rea- 
ſon) 

- 2. Again; Our Reaſon rells us, that Ac- 
ridents are not capable of any putrifaition ; 
only ſubſtances putrify : But according to 


'their Doctrine, either Accidents mult cor- 


rupt and putrify, or Chriſt's Body muſs pus 
trifie ; the latter they will not ſay, and fo 
are forced toſay that Accidents may putrify, 
To ayoid this, Bellarmine ſaith, a new mat- 
ter is Created : But what this new mat- 
ter is, that mult be created and made capa- 
ble of moulding, ſtincking , breeding of 
Worms, &c. they cannot tell us, ſome fay, 
the Worms are made of the Airz bur 
Aquinas argues' the vanity of this. . Some 
of them ſay, (and /mmocent the third is one 
of them), that the ſubſtance of the Bread 
and Wine, returneth and putrificth; bur 
Aquinas tells them this: cannot be, for the 


re 
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that there is a new Subſtance created & that * 
- putrifies : Aquinas himſelf thinks there muſt * 
e ſome quantity 'in which the accedents / 
are, .and that is it which corrupts, Cajetan 
ſaith this is impoſible, becauſe this abſtaR- 
ted quantity hath no matter init; he will 
have therefore this quantity in amoment to 
be- changed into a ſubſtance, (contrary to 
all Reaſon and Philoſophy, which tells us 
no motion is #7 an inſtant) ; that accidents 
cannot corrupt and putrify, is ſo evident 
as nothing can be more ; on the other ſide, 
it isas evident that the bread and wine in 
the Sacrament tnay : They have then no- 
thing to ſay to avoid this abſurdity, but that 
after the Sacrament, nay in the time while 
the bread is betwixt our mouth and our ſto- 
mach, God creates a new bread, which may 
corrupt in'the ftomach, or grow mouldy, 
and breed worms in a box,” 

3. Our Reaſon tells us, that accidents 
cannotadd ſubſtance to ſubſtances: we are 
ſubſtances, and muſt be noutifhed by ſub- 
ſtance faith Reaſon; The ſubſtance of the 
nouriſhment pafſeth into the ſubſtance of 
the body. Surely the colour, figyre, length, ' 
breadth, &c. of our. meat, wonld not nou- 
riſh us if ſeparated from the ſubſtance of it. 


return : and beſides, none can tell the time 4 
when it returns again to bread, Others fay, \ ſone 


ou! 


It is moſt certain, the bread «77d wine in the 
Sacrament will nouriſh us; themſelves tell © 
L " FI. . wi us 
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. true; for we ſay, that though no propoſi-gy i 
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us Kories of perſons maintained by it "E 
lone ; we would know, what that is which 


v| nouriſheth ns ?. Not the ſubltance of the 


bread 41d wine, that they ſay is periſhed; 


| not the body of Chriſt, then'it muſt corrupt : 


What then ? The accidents ſure of the 
bread which they ſay do remain: but no- 
thing more contrary to Reaſon-than this. 
Some of them therefore tell us, that the 
ſubſtantial forms of the Bread and Wine re- 
main ; and they nouriſh us : but Beſcarmine 
calls them Hereticks that ſay ſo. Others 
make a new Miracle and ſay, the accidents 
are turn'd into a ſubſtance, and ſo nouriſh 
us. But others tell us plainly, that Accr- 
dents. in great quantity may nouriſh us. 
(If 1 miſtake not, Belarmne ſomewhere 
faith ſo). But the Cardinal would have 
been loth to have tried that experiment, 
whether the meer colour, figure, length, 
breadth, or thickneſs, or any other .acci- 
dents, without the ſubſtances of any crea- 
tures, could keep one alive. 

Thus I have ſhewed you the Non-ſence of 
the Popiſh figment, as it contradicteth Rea- 
ſon Kanding upon natural Principles, and 
from thence making concluſions. 

But they will tell us, that every Propo- 
ſition of truth is not to be brought to the 
meaſures of natural Reaſon : concluding 

from its own principles : which is indeed 


£* 
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tion of divine Truth be contrary toReaſogf;; 

ct ſome are 'above the comprehenſivn' at 
' 1t and Reaſon cannot tell How ſuch thitgh#* 
ſhould be. There' is therefore another”-uit®* 
of Reaſon, when it diſcourſeth conclat*® 
ons from Scriptoral' Principles; we ſhal® 
find Reaſon in this execution of its office 
as little a friend to Tranſubſtartiation, aþ%* 
we ſhall ſee by the + following Evidend® 
ces. © + | "W giv 
'- 1. I obferved. to you before, that the ** 
Scripture ' calleth' "the ' Sacraimental Ele 
ments, both before and after Conſecration P 
Bread and 1WVine. Now obſerve' the working 7 
of Reaſon upon this Foundation in Scrip*? 
ure : we,' upon a' view of the world; obvy 
ſerve a great variety of things, fome of the! 
fame kind with others; others of a differen# 
kind; and accordingly names of things at Þ 
ſuted to them : we could otherwiſe make} 
no-diftint diſcourſes, 'and ſhould as little! 
. underſtand each other 'as thoſe that builded 
Babel. Now if the names of things gene} * 
rically different one from another, could 
be indifferently given to each other, we 
could no longet underſtand one another;wel} Y 
might call a Horſe a Tree, and a Tree anÞ ; 
Horſe, with as good Reaſon as Bregd 4 bo-! | 
ay, or a Body Bread, unleſs we Tpeak figurs;Y *; 
tively -in regard of ſome: analogy. 'TisÞ- 
as good ſenſe to call a ftone a man; arid UF 
pan atone, as'to call bregd a living bod by : 


. 


” 
bs, 
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1" 5 liviog body bread, (in any other than a 
Sfehrative ſenſe), Now that the Scripture 
- calls the Sacramental Element bread, . is 
1-@plain; All the Evangelifts and the Apoſtles 
Sith, He took bread,and bleſeed it; it, What? 
JSorely what he took that was bread, He 
/\Fbrake i*, what was that ? - Bread till; for. 
Mit is a relative, He gave ir, What did he 
"Ypgive ? bread fill, and ſaid This 5s my Body : 
This, that indeed is a demon(trative parti- 
1&4 ce, but: relative too: For / our Reaſon 
 prompts-us again to fay, This What ? The 
0h 2pFr--ate infinitely confounded here ; will 
Ay fy This ( that is) this which EF 
of ave taken, bleſſed, - brake, given? Then 
644 it. muſt be taken figuratively, for no \dif- 
#1 parate term can be naturally predicated of 
other diſparate: VVe may as well call 
1 Graff an Horſe, or an Horſe a Tree, as 
(8 call bread a living bedy : well, what ſhall it 
44 tethen? Thisbody is my body. This indeed 
{4} would make the particle to be of no rela-: 
4 tive but only of a demonſtrative force; But 
| what ſenſe would there be in that 7 Neither! 
4 will they have the the Body of Chrzft. to be: 
{4 there tilt the words be pronounced: Others; 
,F therefore ſay, This doth but denote ſome 
F vncertain thing to be expounded by ſome- 
«thing that follows ;' as we ſay This is a Di- 
IE awrnd, &c, Be it ſo, but ſtill there muſt be | 
;4 s mething to which This relates 3 when we: guy - *. 
ky this is a Sepbire; or This is a Diamond * 


- 
- 
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30 _ _ ADiſcomſeagain 
we mean this Being in ſuch or ſuch : We 
would know, what being that is that is here 
called the body of Chriſt? When we ſay 
is aDiamond,we mean this Srone or this in 


nimate Being is a ſtone called a Diamond! j 
but we ask what is the Antecedent to this} : 
it muſt be this Being, this fubſtance, and in - 


what kind of beings that is ? He that ſaith ;, 
This #5 a Diamond, ſpeaks of a ſpecies; and 
the general term, under. which that kind 
falls, is the antecedent and anſwereth ty 
this: but in this phraſe This is ry Body, gif - 
/ ther this hath no kind of Being to which it} 
rclateth, or elſe Bread is it. To ſay it hath y 
no Antecedent is to ſay, This nothing is the 
body of Chriſt : To ſay, this (that is) Thu , 
bread is the body of Chriſt, is to give the F 
ſame name to things of a quite differing F 
kind; for bread and wine are things with- 
out Life, and the body of Chriſt is a Bei (t 
ivzth Life; and it were as good ſenſe to 
a Rock a Lion, or a Lion a pebble. 
- 2, But ſecondly, the Scripture tellsus,} ,, 
that our Lord at the ſame time when he , 
ſaid, This is my Body, took, the Cup alſo, and} , 
ſaid, This Cup zs the new Teſtament in my: ” 
Blood L#.22.20. Reaſon tells us;that if theÞ 
. word [ is] muſt in the firſt words be taken 


4] 


literally, it ſhould alſo be taken fo in the (6 4, 
Cond phraſe : Then the Cap(whether nadeFy +, 


Oe. of Earth, or Wood, Or Silver, or Stone, of 2 
ay other materials, was the New Covent 


 : 
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11 the blood of; Chriſt ; but ſurely the new 
Covenant in the blood of Chriſt was not a 
4 piece of S/ver, or Y/Yood, or Stone, Let 
them thew us a Reaſon why zs ſhall not be 


4; interpreted alike in both phraſes, it being 
{ ſpoken by the ſame Xfouth at the ſame time, 


and concerning the ſame 1h:rg ? Two things 
th I muſt confeſs [have heard offered to blunt 
nd the force of this Reaſon: one thing was 
once replied to my ſelf urging a Feſuste 
with this abſurdity ; he told me there was 
not the ſame Reaſon to interpret [is] lite- 
rally in that phraſe, relating to the Cup, 
as in the other phraſe relating to the bread : 
I demanded, wherein the diſparity appea- 
red ? He replied, becauſe the latter ( inter- 
he preted figuratively) is a common way. of 
ſpeaking, but not the other : [confeſs / 
MF underſtood not the anſwer. 'Tis true, 'tis an 
ordinary way of ſpeaking, To ſay this Cup 
k (that is) Thes /iquor 33 the Cup; but that rea- 
cheth not the queſtion : for the liquor in 
the Cup was not the New Covenane but þ- 
% guratively ; as we ſay the Bread is the Bo- 
F dy. Now 1 do not underſtand how this isa 
"4 more ordinary form of ſpeech, to fay the 
. VVine ſignifies the Blood of Chriſt or the 
New Covenant in his Blood ; then to "Y 
The Bread is his Body, They therefore ſpea 
1-4 ſomething more plauſibly ,who,in ſome pre- 
3& fence of anſwer to this Argument, tell us 
> that, both St. Adathew, and AMark ſay, ng, 
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32 A Diſcourſe againſt 
more; than This. is my Wood : 
though Sr. Luke, and Sr. Panl ſay, This 
Cap zs the New Teſtament inmy Blood; yet 
they muſt be interpreted by Mathew and 
Mark, This only difficulty attends theni, 
to tell us why St. Mathew and Mark, (ſpea- 
king leſs then the other?) muſt interpret 


Luke and Paul, rather than Sr. Lake and | 


St. Paul, interpret them ? Eſpecially when 
their additional words are a plain expoſitt- 
on of the other ? This: is my Blood (faith 
HMatbew and Mark); This ? this,. what? 
(fay we) ? Not this Y/e (fay the Papiſts), 
but this (we know not what) this :7d:1ax- 
um vaguz, this thing to be drunk: but 
ſurely St.-Luke and St. Paul are better in- 


terpreters. This Cup(ſay they ), and ſure- | | 


ly this'is more rational, to admit Paul and 
Luke, (both later writers too.) interpreters 
of+ our 'Saviour's VVords, ' rather than 
them. | | ; 
- '3. Again, VVhat ſaith the. Scripture? 
This is my Body, which. is broken for you : 
There is the Verb Tis] in the latter part of 
the Sentence, ſhall it be taken, without a 
figure * Then the Body of Chriſt was bro- 


ken before He ſuffered; For when our Lord a 


ſpake this, He had not been broken : The- 
Bread was broket/but not his Body. They | 


: | 
atd + 


- do indeed tell us, That Ferbs in ordinary * 


ſpeech, do not alwayes ſtenify the certain'Þ vc 


are, but only the truth of the | Aftion 5/81 
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4paſt, or to come, as well as preſent : andithe 

'fay true, but then there muſt be a figure 3 
they are enforced to allow us an Ernallage, 


q' | we contend for a Metonymye alſo, - Can 


they give us any inſtances where zs,” in the 
preſent Tenſe, doth often denote a time to 
come? and have we none to giye them 
' where I am, andss, import no more then 
| ſignifies? In what other tenſe did Chriſt uſe 
it, when he ſaid I am the Door, the true Pine, 
Tam the way, &c.. But Fourthly, 

4+ The. Scripture plainly ' mentioneth 
| this Ordinance, as an Ordinance for Afemo- 
rial, or to call to Remembrante ; Lu. 22.19; 
Do this in remembrance of me : fo 1 Cor, 11. 
24. Now Reaſon aſſures us, that they are 
not things and perſons preſent, about which 
' we uſe our memories, but perſons abfent 
and ations which are paſt, If the body of 
Chriſt be really preſent as often as the Sa- 
crament is adminiſtred, what needed har 
Attion to call to remembrance the dying bo- 
\ dy of Chriſt ? There were no action pro- 
per relating to the body if preſent, but# 
contemplation and inſtitution of” it ; but 
this is not the Nature of this Ordinahce, as 


| appears from Scripture. VVill any ſay it 


| is the remembrance of his Death, now his 


4 death is not preſent though his body be pre- 


ſent? VVe anſwer, His bodily preſence 


"= 

i 
. 

c 


would rather hinder the remembrance of 


his death thep*promove it. How ſhould the 
Y F) taking 
| 4 
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taking of his /iving- body (as our learned 
Whitaker well argues) commemorate hig 
Death ? I know they alſo tell us, that there 
is hot only a commemoration of his death, 
but a communication of Chriſt to Belie-Þ ſw 
| vers::; The end of the Sacrament was re-ſ 
miſſhon of ſins (ſaith Bellarmine)Y. There is} bo 
no- doubt of that, but this is the ultimate}} Br 
end;--for the certitude of which, as to us} j 
This Ordinance was inftifuted, that by re-ſis i 
membring Chrifs death in it we might beſ#o 
aſcertain'd of the remiſſion of Sins ; 'to theÞCo 
obtaining of. which Chriſts bodily preſenceſ{el 
is not neceſſary. 

5. The holy Scripture aſſures us, that the 

Sacred body of C brif ſhall not ſee corruption : 

Pſal. 16, 107 Atts 2. 31. Atts 13.35. Nay 
certajnly,it-forbiddeth us to think or ſpeakf 4 
unreverently of that holy thing. How then 
can that.be the Body. of Chriſt, which the 
Prieſt; hath Conſecrated, and which Com-ſ 
municants take into their mouths, ſo into 
th&-.Belly, which corrupteth in the. Stc- 
mach, is caſt out in the draught, which 
breeds V Vorms,. mouldeth, and which af 
mouſe may eate, -or by a teachy ſtomack;Þ? 
may be thrown up before it hath had anyÞr t 
abode there ?. Innocent (the third Pope of fall 
that-name) who firſt opened this pack ofÞrea 
ware-in the Church of Rome, (immediate«Pid : 
ly after whom. Honerius came and decre:dPrea 
Elevation and kneeling to fit the new madeÞro: 
—_— Go@#F Ve 
| It { 
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is} God with a, new VVorſhip),' was not ſo 
| weak as not to foreſee theſe difficulties; it 
will be pleaſant to hear how prettily he an- 
ſwers them in his fourth Book dewny- 
fteruis mifſe, He proponnds one queſtion a- 
bout a Mouſe eating ſome of the conſecrated 
Bread, (which Mr. Gage tells us he ſaw at 
1s,02 place in the weſt Indies ;) the Queſtion 
e-Jis in that caſe, whether the Mouſe eateth the 
beſl Body of Chriſt? if it doth, it certainly ſeeth 
hel Corraption, But the doting Pope will 
cefſdeliver us from this fear ; (faith he) 

Stcut miricaloſe panis convertitur in tors 
he pus Domini, cum mcipit efſe ſub Sacra- 


nh mento, fic miraculoſe revertitur cum 10s 
A deſmit eſſe, 
ak} fs the Bread was miraculouſly turn'd into 


enfithe Lords Body when as the Sacrament 
hefſbegins, | So it is Miraculouſly ' turned 
ayain to Byead, when , the | Sacrament 
nded. Aquinas ſaith well, the time of this 
onverfion cannot be afſign'd, it is (as the 
chIFather of this figment faith) as ſoon as the 
. aſPacrament ends: Then the Bread in the 
ck;Þ4x 1s bread,& that which they carry about 
nyÞor the hoſt is Bread, and the poor people 
of all down in the dirt to worfhip # piece 0 

bread; for it is now not in efſe Sacraments, 
Lit is but bred again; The Nature of -the 
read hath overcome the Miracle (faith 
Eocent, ) & lege detrahit diſpenſatio * 
Fx Vell! but this is a thing which happens 
t ſeldome. , Another queſtion is, Whet__ 


ito 
cs 
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becomes of the body of Chrift when it comes ou 
of -our mouthes, and down our throats ? Ty " 
this the old man anſwereth, (cap. 15. cjuff E 
dem lib : ) Poſtquam in percipiendo ſenſus delj 4 
cit Corpori, non ef querenda corporal Ui 
ſed. ſpiritualss preſeutia, Chriſtus de orth 1) 
tranſit 4m cor ;, melius eſt quod procedat ſj i 
menten quam deſinat in ventrew, ---- ſtoma 
cho non digeritur , in ſeceſſum non effinith 90 
That is, when the body hath no furthalſ 
ſenſe or feeling of it, we muſt not ſeek fol 01 
| a bodily but a ſpiritual prefence ; Chrilf us 
paſſeth out of the mouth into:the Heart 1: 
and it is better that he ſhould go into theſſ th 
heart then ceaſe in the Belly ; ---. He is nolf hit 
digeſted by the ſtomach, nor paſſeth into theſ w! 
draught. Di 
VVell1 but ſuppoſe a ſtomach diſorde| th: 
red by wind, or jill humours, that will naf 4: 
xzdmit it lodging there, but immediately vo of 
raits it up * The ſabtil old Pope thought of ®Y 
this t06(1b:4. cap, 16.) No 
. Qunm poſt deſpenſationis officium aliquis tol 
 zterato ſtntitur, in hos quoque ſpecies al at | 
proprietatem ſenſus famulatur, ut verits ſuc 

F- frmilitudinis ubique ſervetur ; nam at 
quo ſrmilitudo' deficeret in eo Sacram and 


: tur non efſet, ſed ibi ſe proderet c;- foul n(t; 
= lacum auferet, neque jam crederetur q - 


 3ta fiers non oportnit, Itaque quantum ai 
; © 20s ſervat per omnia coriuptibilis cibs ſum ſhift 
"0M  Kitudinem, Fs quantum ad' ſe, non amit df 
tit mwotabiles corporis-veriarem. * "0 


- 
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8 This (grammatically conltrued) is thus 
much ; when after the office of giving [7 the 
Euchariſt] ſomething is again felt, in this 
4 alſo the Species properly ſerves the ſenſe ; 
that the truth of the ſimilitude may be eve- 
ry where preſerved : For where the ſimilt- 
tude ſhonld fail, there would be no Sacra- 
14 ment; but it would there diſcover it ſelf 
with and take away any room for Faith: Nor 
he would it now have been believed, that it 
fo} ought not to have ſo been. Therefore as to 
riff us it,in all things, keeps the ſimilitude of cor: 
arth ruptible meat, but as to its ſelf it keeps 
thed the verity of an incorruptible Body. Let 
noth him that reads this underſtand if he can, 
what all this ſignifies as to a ſolution of the 
Difficulty, unleſs he could make us believe 

del that what we vomit up is but the Acrz- 
ff 4ents of the bread ; that is the whiteneſs, GC. 
vol of it, ſomething ike bread, for if it be a- 
t off ny ſubſtance, we ask, what ſubſtance it ts ? 
Not the ſubſtance of the bread, that we arc 

widg fold returned into the body of Chriſt, or 
 alf at lealt annihilated, fo as the body of Chrift 
ita ſucceeded it (to uſe Bellarmin's word: ) So 
g [hat,at beſt,a new ſubſtance muſt be created, 
and then it muſt be created in that 

64A inſtant of time too, while the bread is 
mſoetwixt the mouth and the ſtomach : 
wall Vas ever poor Pope put to harder 
1mAllifts ? But (the truth is) ſuch miſterys 
mitÞ! ſenſe are fitter to be decreed, by on* 
10m the world is before-hand ſo beſot- 
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ted as to own for infallible, than diſputed, 
But enough of this! | 

6. The ſcripture telleth us that the bog 
of Chriſt is in Heaven : where elſe did St 
phen ſee him? Atts 7, the Heavens mu 
receive him (ſaith the Apoſtle) Atts 3. 21 
But we are ſure, the Lords Supper is not 1 
Heaven ; therefore we conclude it is not the 
body of Chriſt, in a natural and phyſi 
ſenſe:what will they ſay? doth it come,doy 
from Heaven to be eaten ſo oft as theSac 
ment is adminiſtred ? when then doth it r 
turn again? ordoth it ftay here? it do 
not preſently I hope returne : what is tha 
in the pix then ? V Vhat's that they carry 
bout in the box with ſo much ſolemnity 
Here the old Pope was at a loſs again; Ego ne 
. (cio quomodo Chriſtus accedit, ſed  quomo 
recedits onore ; novit tile qui nihil ignorat ; 
I know not (ſaith he) how he comes, nat 
how he goes back ; hc knoweth who know: 
'eth all things. Further yet, 

7. It is generally believed, that our Lord 
himfelf communicated with his Diſciples at 
his inſtitution of this Sacred Ordinancey ; 
and undoubtedly what he eat & drank th ſu 
did cat and drink : Did the natural body « 
Chriſt eate the natural body of Chriſt thinlf {f 
we ? That Chriſt communicated with hi 
Diſciples is not indeed in ſo. many word |; 
ſaid, but both Mathew and Mark add thoſe 
words, [ will not henceforth drink, with you 


- 
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Fruit of the Vine; which implies that- he 
had then drank with them of it, and- it- is 
4} generally ſo received by Divines of all per- 
' ſwaſions both ancient and modern ; So as if 
"A they did eat Chriſts natural Body, Chriſt 
214 alfo did cat his own natural body. Nor is 
the abſurdity of this to be avoided, by their 
ny ſaying they deny any Paſſier of the bogly, of 
Chriſt in this Ordinance ; (with what ſenſe 
they ſpeak that, meaning impreſſions of vio- 
lence by their paſſions we will examine 
ty hereafter poſſibly) : but if there be arragent 
of there muſt be a patient, and theſe two can- 
half not be the ſame, In all ations there mult be 
/ ſomething to act upon, but if Chriſt did eat 
YI his own body, 'the Agent and the Patient 
where both the ſame; his natural body 
was the, Agent that did eat, and his natu- 
ral body was the Patient too that was Ea- 
ten. A man half famifhed may eat the fleſh 
of his own Arm, a picce of his own body, 
but that his own body ſhould eat up his 
own whole body, were very ſtrange. 
ST 8, Again, if the natural body of Chriſt be 
n the Sacrament,'tis there either Capable o 
| ſuffering, or not capable of ſuffering : They 
' 9} generally ſay not capable of Suffering ; but 
7 ifſo, 1. How doth Chriſt ſay It ;s broken 
for you ? Doth not breaking think we ſig- 
nify ſuffering? 2. How 7s z: —_ body 
1 which Chriſt brought out of the Virgins 
| Womb ? 3, It is certain, _ though after 
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Vis Reſurreftion. his body was'not capable of 


Toffering, yet at the time of -his inſtitutionſ 


of- this Ordinance it was ſo : and if Chriſt 
= his Diſciples h:s body, it was ſuch 7 
ody as he hadto give, andthat was a bo- 
dy capable of ſuffering by violent impreſ- 
Fons ; and if they did Eat this, if this were 
broken in the Sacrament,then Chrjit ſuffered 
before he ſuffered. ' Here again, the firſ 
inventor of this{ Imnocent the third) was at 
a loſs; he'is forced to grant, that our Sa- 
viour gave ſuch a bedy to his diſciples, 
as he had to givez and that: that body 
wias' a mortal Body, capable of ſuffe- 
ring: well; how then? Von quod poſſet pa- 
#21 Sacraments (ſaith hel. a. de miſſa, cap. 
12.)" ſed quod ſub Sacramento poſſet pats; 
Aanc autem ſumitur & nobis immortale + in 
faſfbile': Not (faith he) that it could ſuffer 
ir! the Sacrament, but that, uader the Sacra- 
ment, he might ſuffer ; but now we receive 
tan immortal body ,, which cannot ſuffer. 
(How much ſenſe there is in this judg, you.) 
VVell, but if Chriſtin the firſt inſtitution 
gave his Diſciples a body capable of ſuffe- 
ring by violent imprefions, how came it 
that the Diſciples, cating it, did not faſten 
their Tecth in it ? Hear the old Pope again, 
how wittily he untieth this Knor, 
Quod autem paſſibilis Edebatur non ledebatur, 
non erat humana nature ſed divine poter- 
tie gu7 valebat quicquid omnino vol:bat. 
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Wit, in the two Paranomaſiae's, in it, than a- 


* ny. goed Senſe or Divinity). It is Divine 


Power it ſecmes that alone could ſecure it 
from ſuffering, for of it ſelf it was capable ; 
if they: could but prove too that Divine 
Power doth all it can do, and uſeth to ex- 
erciſe it ſelf in things of no ſigniftency or 
utility, their work was done, as to this bu- 
fineſs; but either of theſe will be difficult. 

9. Further yer, if what we receive in the 
Sacrament, be the Natural Body of Chriſt, 
then the meat is fleſhly Meat ; or elſe we 
cat the natural Fleſh, and yet do not eat 
the zatural Fleſh of Chriſt (which is a con- 
tradition). But the Scripture ſpeaks of 
Sacramental Food as ſpiritual Meat and Pi- 
ritual Drink, and of the Food, which Chriſt 
vives, aS ſpiritual Food ; The Fathers under 
the old Teſtament (faith the Apoſtle 1 Cor. 
10, 11.) did eat the ſame [piritual Meat end 
drink, the ſame ſpiritual Drink, with us, And 
this (ſaith he) was Chriſt; but it could not 
be the natural Body of Chriſt, for he was 
not then incarnate, he had not yet afſinmed 
2 natural Body. Chriſt tells us alſo that 
the meat, he gives, is ſpiritual, not carnal ; 


| 79.6. (But I have enlarged upon this un- 


der the firſt head of Arguments). 

10, Our Lord ſpeaking Fo. 6. of that 
Bread which he giveth to his people to Eat, 
ſaith, that He who eateth thereof ſhall not 
Die,v 5. This Bread ( he ſaith 1s hrs Fleſll; 
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V. 51. who ſo eateth his Fleſh, drinketh his 
Blood, hath cternal life , ver. 54. And he 
will raiſe him up at the laſt day ; and he that 
eateth the Fleſh, and drinketh the Blood of 
Chriſt, dwelleth in Chriſt, and Chriſt dwell- 
ethin him: So that whoſoever ecateth the 
Sacrament, if Chriſt there gives his fleſh, 
he dwecllcth in Chriſt, and Chrift dwelleth in 
him; he hath eternal life, he ſhall never dye, 
bur ſhall be raiſed up at the laſt day, But 
can any one think that theſe things are true 
of every one that recciveth the Sacrament ? 
How then can any eat and drink unworthi- 
ly ? or cat and drink Judgment to them- 
ſelves (as the Apoſtle plainly ſaith, 1 Ccr 
11.) To avoid this, the old Pope (before 
mentioned) telleth us of a twofold Body 
of Chriſt in the Sacrament : © A rrue Bod 
« and a myſtical body : A irue body, the ſame 
*« which he brought ont of the Womb ef the 
& Virem; the myſtical body , which is (he 
« ſaith) his Churc”, quickned by his Spirit ; 
* Chriſt ſaith of his true body, This is my Bo- 
&« dy which is broken for you ; of his myſtical 
* body the Apoſtle ſaith, We that are many, 
* are.one Bread, and one Body : Chriſt's true 
« Boay is eaten. (he ſaith) Sacramentally un- 
& der the ſpecies ;, The myſtical body is eaten 
6 Sparz-ually by Faith, He ſaith, both good 
* and bad men eat the true Body, but only 
** g60d men eat it to their Salvation, bad men 
* eat it to Deſirutiton ; (l, pred. cap. 14.) 
Thus. 
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Thus far he. But can any one underſtand 
this? The myitical body he ſaith is the 
Church, and proves it well from 1 Cor.10; 
But how is this myſtical Body eaten Spiri- 
tually ? doth the Church eat the Church ? 
They are both his own phraſes, Myſticum 
quod eſt Eccleſie, &- - Myſticum comeditur 
Spirztualuter, id eſt in fide ? In ſhort, there 
can be no cating Damnation or Judgment 
in the Sacrament, if that which we eat be 
what he promiſed, Fo. 6 (as the Papiſts 
contend it is.) 

11, Further, let us but obſerve what 
the Scripture telleth us of that Body which 
Chriſt brought with him into the World 1 


» We ſhall find the Scripture deſcribing it as 


a true humane real body, 1. fade of the 
Fleſ» of the Virgin ; that which is born 2n 
thee, ſaith the Angel ; or if that place did 
not prove it (I know ſome Ancient Here- 
ticks quarrelled at the form of the expreſſi- 
on), yet 1 Rom, 3, is plain enough, He 
was born of the Seed of David, according to 
the Fleſh, Tt had Fleſh, and Blood, and 
Bones z you fee me have ſo ( ſaith Chrilt,) 
it was limited by place, it was here, not 
there ; it had dimenſions, it was ſubject to 
Accidents, Hunger, Thirſt, Pain: Thus the 
Scripture deſcribes to us the Natural Body 
of Chriſt. Now (ſay the Papiſts) there is 
in the Sacrament * the Natural Body of 
Chriſt, the ſame body which he nn. 
wit 
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with him out of the Virgins Womb, but not 
ſubje& to ſufferings ; that is not all, for, after 
his Reſurrection, his Natural Body was in- 
decd uncapable of violent impreſſions, but 
we have a Boay here (if we will believe 
them) which is not of the Seed of Davzia,but 
cither Creatcd or made of Bread ; which at 
the ſame time can be here and there, and in 
a thouſand places, and fill no place, but lie 
zncognito, under the accidents of Bread; a 
Body without dimenſions, without viſible 
figure or ſtature ; an humane Body which 
can be in the place,that, but now,a wafer on- 
ly fitted, that can be ſhutup ina box, and 
carryed about by a Maſs-Prieſt ; was this 


(think we) ſuch a Body as the Scriptures , 


deſcribe the Body of Chriſt brought qut of 
the Womb of the Virgin to have been ? 
or was that Body (as the /4arcionttes and 
ſome othcr ancicnt Hereticks affirmed) no 
true Body ? but ſomething which look'd 
like a Body, andindeed was not ſo ? I can- 
not poſſibly under{tand how their uſual re- 
fuge of the Divine Omniporency can help 
them here : Omnipotency it ſelf ( as they 
confeſs) cannot work a contradiction, but 
what is this leſs? To make that to be a Bo- 
dy which remaincth not a Body, cven while 
it isa Body? It is (they ſay) that Body of 
Chriſt which he brought with him out of 
the Virgins Wotnb; yet plainly you ſee it is 
not that Body which Chrit brought out 

| from. 
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from the Virgins Womb, nor any thing 
like unto it. 

12, -Futther yet ; If this Doftrine be true, 
then the Body, which Chriſt brought ont of the 
Womb of the Virgin, is proper nouriſhment for 
our bodys, The ſtrength of this Argument 
lyeth here ; it is certain we cat and drink, in 
the Supper of the Lord, ſomething which 
turns 12 ſuccum & ſangumem, into proper 
nouriſhment for our Bodys : For it is de- 
monſtrable, that'a Man or Woman may be 
nouriſhed, and live of only 5read and Wine 
Conſecrated for this adminiſtration: Now 
either the Body of Chrift is that which nou- 
riſheth in this caſe, or elſe 'tis ſomething 
dfe : If they ſay it is ſomething elſe, we 
defire to know what it is; for they all a- 
Sree that the ſubſtance of the Bread is pe- 
riſhed. *T3s turned ( ſaith Immocent ) into 
the Body of Chriſt; the Body of Chrilt ſuc- 
ceeding the place of it (faith Bellarmine) : 
$0 that one way of other that is gone, and 
nothing of the ſubſtance of that is left to 
nouriſh us. What is it? if the Fleſh and 
Blood, be the Body of Chriſt, then the Fleſh 
and Blood of Chriſt is proper nouriſhment 
for our Bodys, arid' conſequently muſt be - 
chewed, drank, concocted, digeſted, cc. 
But this they will not allow. Well ! what 
s it then? Some tell us, that vin. 's 


' bred of the adjacent aire, and that is it whicls 


vouriſherh # : But that ( faith Aquines, 3. 
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P-q.77. art.5.) appeareth divers ways im- 
poſſible ; becauſe there appeareth no change 
in the aire, neither is the nature of the aire 
ſuch, as to afford matter proportionate. O- 
thers ſay, That when the Body of Chriſt is 
out of our mouths, the ſubſtance of Bread re- 
turneth again ; ( this was Pope Innocents 
ſenſe) : Quod a grand miraculo incepit, in 
grandi miraculo deſinit (ſaith he); but this 
is impoſſible (faith Aquinas), for the ſub- 
ſtance of the Bread and Wine being turned 
into the Body of Chriſt (he ſcruples not 
the word turned), it cannot return without 
the turning of the Body of Chriſt back a- 
gain into Bread and Wine (which is im- 
poſſible) ; and if the Body of Chriſt ſhould 
be there, and that under the accidents of 


the Bread and Wine, and- yet the Bread | 


and Wine return, it muſt be without its 
accidents (which is all impoſſble)) ; ſome 
may ſay, new Bread and new Wine is cre» 
ated, but this is not reaſonable (ſaith 4- 
quinas ) to affirm any miracle but what 


floweth from the conſecration, Some ſay, fn 


the ſubſtantial formes of the Bread and 
Wine remain, and they nouriſh, but (ſaith 
Aquinas right qu. 75. ) this 1s impoſſible, 
that the ſubſtance ſhould periſh, and the 
{bſtantial forms ſtill remain. It muſt there- 
fore follow, that the nouriſhment we have, 


{ mean the bodily nouriſhment which one. }; », 


hath, or may have from the Sacrament, is 


either. 
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either from the accidents of the Bread and 
Wine ( which indeed the wiſeſt of them 
ſay), but is impoſſible ; or from the Fleſh 
and Blood of Chriſt (if this Doctrine were 
true); ſo Chriſts Fleſh and Blood ſhould 
be natural nouriſhment for our bodys, for 
the accidents of the Bread, as the colour, 
the figure, the meer length, breadth, &c. 
are ſuch things as experience tell us will 
not nouriſh our Bodys. 

13. Add yet further. Jf the Bread and 
Wine in this Ordinance be turned ito the 
Body of Chriſt, then is Chriſts Body in part 
Made up of Bread, (baken Bread,) and bread 
is taken into the Communion «of the humane 
Nature of Chriſt ; and conſequentially inte 
the fellowſhip of the ſecond Perſon in the Tri- 
ny.I know this reflexion troubles them, for 


| then it is impoſſible it ſhould be the ſame 


Body which he brought out of the Womb 
of the Virgin: But let us hear how they 
can quit themſelves of this conſequence 
was that Wafer which the Prieſt had in his 
hands ever Bread or no? Was it not Bread 
nthe Bakers hands? Was it not Bread in 
the Prieſts hands, until he had pronounced 
he laſt words of Conſecration ? They will 
nſwer, yes: What is now become of the 
nature: and ſubſtance of this Bread ? Is it 

thilated, and the Body of Chriſt ſubſti- 
uted in the ſtead of it ? No (ſaith Aquinas, 
i594. 75. et. 3, 4.) for the Body of 
Chrilt 
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Chriſt comes not here by any local motion 
but by converſion of the Bread into” his 


dy, which could not be if the Bread were af 
mbilated: And beſides, then there muſt bi 1 
a new Creation of Bread bet\wixt the Conf « 
municants mouth and ſtomach ; vr-ecliF £ 
What ſhould corrupt in the ſtomach? wh 
ſhould nouriſh the body? Beſides, if' thi 
Bread be made nothing, how do the p 
Prieſts conficere corpus, make the Body « 
Chriſt, which Gardner faith the Fathenlf of 
held ? He muſt then Create the Body '@{& 
Chriſt, and. then the Creature muſt turni# 
Creator. Is it not annihilated, but oni#p 
tranſubſtantiated ?- Still either the BrealFnel 
and the Body of Chrift, after the Conf 
cration, are one thing, or two ſubſtance 
Are they. two things? how'is it then ſan}! 
This 1s my Body ? not Here is#y Bread, hoy 
here is my Body : Are they but one ſullftaki 
ſtance, and yet the ſubſtance of the Bren 
not annihilated, the matter 'nut deſtroy ule 
but only turned ?; How is this pofſible-wi 
out 5:mpanation 7 Either the Breat'ts tal 
the Body, as the Water was made W 

ch. 2. or the Body is made Bread. 'Thif® 

akers bread is taken into the Communion 
and fellowſhip of the humane Nature Wes 
Chriſt ; Irmecent ſpeaks this out; (7.' 4! 
myſt, miſſe, cap. 19.) Sicut dicitr, Chriſti 
1anducart quia corprg ejus coniedituy, vt |. kb 
nis eredendus eft in ipſum mnt ari'quoni af 
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[ ejus:..;: converititnr.. 
= Enough, Nor doth Aviv s 


atalmin it; ( Lknow Be{{armpe.is ſome- 


times ſhy of its and; ufeth the Term ſac- 
ceds,) but i4et him then: anſwer; his Bre- 
thten):dwnot xt ſgith, As whole Cbrif it ſaid 
i be-Earen, becauſe his Body ts eaten; ſo 


h Bread 5 ſaid te be eyrned into bim ghecauſe it is 


"230. bis: Body: | He doth indeed ws 
to:avoid the Took incony 


ofi/Breatt being! taken; intp the fello 


of:theDivine ature, (which yet he wvh. 
pateffect; for there is no; neg per Bo- 


i dpof Ohriit but: by Faith, 


zedts. the! whole, Perſon. of Ci net 
zNature;): but you ſce be. maketi.no 
pity of ſaying, that-Bread is tyrned..in- 
| the Humane Nature: of Chriſt :,; And 
Shaw this can be withont {mpanergen (thats) 
Wining Bread into the fellowſhi of Chriſts 
2: Nature , wi cenainly poſe arty 
off man "to ph The aforeſaid Au- 
"FA the ſame place _ well 
romrnts.1 fy, y te ing u$, 
the mars, to be adored not 
nned: But (by his leave) we muſt 
7 .What we 'Worſhip', and not (like 
Samaritans) adore. we know not what. 
it let us g0.0n.. . . 
gh The Scripture rellech vs, that Chriſt 
Bread and brake #t, and ſaid this. 45. '2my 


-Tkis was either all; in realiry and to 
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betaken literally; orall in 4 figure, He tes 
ally-rook bread, and brake Breads (that is 
certain); he ſaith This Is ny Soil which» 14 
broken, The Bread (ſay we)  fignified the 
Body of Chriſt, - the breaking _ ' 
kpnified the ſuffering of his Body 

they; >the. bread i 13 rea hes Body 


Ehriſt': Then ſay we, the! 
Byeid is Joh e breaking ear 


then ENS _ 
- Obrift really fulfererh ; 
in this Text, Bvthe Body io10 th broad 


1 the Sreaking to-the | Suffering - Then nm 
Chit (who the Apoitle ith n_ 
ohices really die ſd often as this Ore 
is dei NR they uo Srarit; "4 
iveus ſome convinomg Reaſon, 1 
jt term in 'the ſame fentence ſhould 
Res licerwlly, and the other _—_—_Y 
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ranked ye bytthis moſt abſurd i | 
protation all t «Sooner Analogy 
Somlitede'is twkgn aw 

i$4 double remark 
the Scripture - mondloneth in this 'O1 
A nance. © 4. 
7. The inf eden the Fiodun, bi fc 
Bread and Wint bth.in order#o the no 
ment of the Body ; and which the Meri 
ons Sufferimgs of the Dody of Chriſt k 
erter to the nouriſhment of the. Soul to-; 


Erernsl, As bread in this Ordinances 
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withtha Mouth, fwallowed, and.digefted 
in the Sigmach, doth, nounth the hedy. of 
Man, to the upholding apd conſervation of 
his. nathral Life ; . Chriſt's. mexitoriaus 


| Drath {who bringehaBtethal-Son of God 
j (4uffered [cath ig our afſumed feſh) gp 


od by. faith;-id 14s Sacratental 
tion nouriſherh: the: Sev] untd Etar- 


4he-bread-is evnwnlercd «> 
Pla rcanverted ſay others into the. 
on _o either way: this Arg 
yr rt deg 
wel FS ik Q; etery An 
beewi.xe obe. Brtiudavd the, 


/mal Life. Now according; to this In 
tation, bere is-60:bre left; _ 
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10. 197; We berg: 74Nny ave mme:;By cus and 


ny 


ent. #4ay; : far. we ave ye of 1 one 

nn he oe ers 
o ar *i 

Loaf or-eice of -bread, ſe belieyars wiyoh 


| mm make one. Glauch 46- 


n-the Comipunion Oo that @ri- 
ce;..hit by ages here this anole- S 


p oth vholly de _ ones: 


d: 16. Add: yet further, The Sactamas of 


ud «the Lord' S Supper; 13a Ordimaugce ma{itu- 


dfor this end, #6 ſignife, ſeal, gud. g*r- 
A ft the Union wich i hw Chi 
-_—_ | K 2 very 


4 , 


"P A. Diſcounts againſt _ ' 
| truly believing Soulttherefore ſurely the 

Vniowberwix: Chriſt and the breagl in# wine 
i this Ordinance iis ft a nearer and ſiyifter 
Wnion; than tharVefween Chriſt and the Soul 
But ffi {the'- Union// which +48 - between! 
the \ believing Sa and Chriſt nei-! 
ther the Soul nor Chriſt are tranſubſtanth-\ 
add. Chriſtigforturned into the ſubſtance) 
ofqhe'Soul,: nor is the Soul turned into the! 
eeof Ciiry nor is the Soul'anni-" 
}-4hd Chriſt fioceeditia inſtead of 5 
Perry thoſe Blaſphemous * Term t 
d and Gedded, of that Chriſt's 
beck re, hwy the accidents W our Hang - 
yetthisis"that which, they: ſay'concerning. 
the Union of the Body: Chriſt with the 
Bread(*Yea' 


| ;they make-the Uniz 
of of "Chrift with': 


{ 
t 
y 
[ 
e 
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fu 


* Bread ftricter then I te 
the Uniotzof the two Natures in the Perſon ;, 
of Chit; for though we ſay the Divinef ,x 
Niture-rakerh co-it the- humane*Nature,f 
yet; neither" is 'the -Homane Natureatt 
ned intothe Divine Nature; nor the Divine 
Nifore turned int6 $kt Humane Nirur 
there *is'no confuſign: of ' Subſtances,':1 
couthing of one 2: 6dr the ſj ervel 
the'othey, the Subſtance” be ing d 

no ſucceeding of "one into the place of 
other;* ©" 

2, Further yet,” the cacrament 
Sign relating not only'to: the Natural bus 


the myſtical py a, arl ſu ey 


PRC oASw_EeS «4 
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ed and 15 tonfirmed from 1 Cor, 10. 16, 17: 
why "ſhould we not therefore as well ſay: 
This is the Myſtical Body of Chriſt, as This 
1s the Natural Body, andA1o the Bread ſhall 
either be turned in to the Church: or the 
whole Church ſhall couch under the Spe- 
£ of the. bread ; then which ſurely 'ng- 
ing could be ſpoken more abſurdlygge! 
"$ witras good Reaſon'as they ſpeak, and, j 
ivine Power can cffe& the one it can alfs 
efe& the other. : Hao" nh 
Py 18. Add to theſe, In every Sacrament there 
4 muſt be Matter and Form, Ye bum g ele- 
"_ mentum, ſiguum & fignatum, The Smeg 
EF ſurely are the Matter of the Sacrament ; i 
| e annihilated, ot converted, the mat- 
mJ ter of the Sacrament is deſtroyed : there 
My remaineth nothing but the body of Chriſt 
| which is the thing ſignified, and ſo the Sa- 
©x4 cramenit is deſtoyed and becomes no. Sacra- 
uy mere; it wanting one effential pagt. Bet: 


I 12/5; cap. 23. grantsthat the matter of 


which the Sacrament fs" made, is bread; 
which he ſaith remainethf6 far asit is need- 
+9 full for it as a Sacrament Jbat is a ſenſible 
"F1n, (that is): the Accidents remain. But 
rely it'was not the appearence of bread, 
., For the accidents of bread , which are the 
Bntter of a Sacrament , theſe are not parcs 

"MÞNiceus (as he ſaith the,, matter of the 
werament is) he faith, theSubſtanceof bread 
Mons not at-all to the Reaſon of the Sa. _ 


+ 
Þ - 
* 
—_— ” 
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crament, but only the external Aeccidentg| ! 
of it: But certainly that which Chrilt'] ! 
had in his hand when he ſaid This is my] * 
Body, belonged to the Reaſon of the Sa. ! 
crament and that was ſubſtantial Bread, 8 
not the meer accidents of Bread, l 

19. Further yet;Chriſt never inſtituted th 
which really could not profit his people:But thi 
carnal eating the Fleſh, and drinking of th 
Blood of Chriſt could not profit, Themſelves 
cannot give an mftance of any advantags 
from the carnal Eating, but what is the trut 
effe& of the inner Spiritual Eating the Fleſh 
and drinking the blood of Chrift by Faith! {ta 
But what need we any further witneſs} hay 
Chriſthimſelf telleth us Fo. 6. 63. 1: is t 
Spirit that quiekneth , the Fleſh profiteth 
thing ; (that is) the eating of his Fleſh, faſt 
all along the Chapter he is ſpeaking of ea®th 
ting his Flefh. I know the Papsſts hawy ine 
Many Cavils to that Text; ſome ſay | varj 
ſpeaks of the Capernaites Fleſh, not of kf P61 
own; ſome of a carnal man, &c. But thjMatt 


| 
01 
to 
to 
of 
al 
can 


con 


Text is clear enough to a Reader-but of @j% 1 
indifferent judgment, that Chriſt, by thow#%0 
words, doth diſprove that groſs and carliff ) 

n 1; 


Sence which the Capernaites had, of ecati 
the Fleſh and drinking the Blood of ChriljKe a 
and ſheweth them, that (if that could hire 
it would do none any goad. " 
\ + 20, I might laſtly add, (which our PF 

_ vines do much infilt on), "that Chriſt newff 61 
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:| infituted any thing [mpions and unnatural - 
i} He never deſigned to make believers Car- 
o} n42a/s or eaters of Mans Fleſh. But I have 
4 infited long enough upon this head of Ar- 
i] gutuents, - and this particular Argument is 
| ſpoken largly to by a worthy Author in 
our own Language. I come in the laſt place 
gf to ſhew the contradiQion of this propoſition 
to' Sence, p 
3, 4qinas ſaith right of this New Artiele 
-all of their Creed, Neque ſenſu neque intelletFu 
"al dprebena: poreſt, (3.P.9. 75. art. 1.) It 


ff canneither beComprehended'by our under- 


4 ſanding, nor by our ſenſes : But he ſhould 
. have done well,to have confirmed to us,that 
the matter of any Article of our Faith, is 
J contrary to our Reaſon, and all Evidence of 
J all theSenſes of all men in theWorld,/ which 
6 the preſent cauſe), Propoſitions of Di- 


ay vine Truth, as to the matter of.them, are pf 


various Natures : Some are onely-evident 


* (pon Divine Revelation, and are purely 
4 matters of Faith; Such is the Doctrine of 


b Trinity of Perſons; That of the Perſonal 


hoſ{Ynion of the two Natures in Chriſt, &c, 


They fall not under our ſenfes, and our Rea- 
on faith, ow can theſe things be?. Thiey 
above it's reach, But the Word ye- 
&th them in ſcyeral Texts, and reveal- 
Ft nothing contrary to them, and there- 


- Pore we believe them. Others -are not one- 


clear. by-plaja Scripture, bur eaſily con- 
"Rf E 4 
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cluded by reaſon, diſcourſing concluſion 


either from Natural, or Scriptural Pring 
"ples: Others fall under the cogniſance ( 
Senſe; That men muſt Dye, &c. But Hen 
is a Propokition pretending to no Revelaj 
on, ( but in this text) contrary to mull 


tudes of other Scriptures , which reaſaſ. 


concludes againſt, both from Natural pri 
ciples, and Scriptural foundations z and i 
ib far from being evidenced by Senſe, that 
there is nothing which our ſenſes more cc 
tradict. This lait I ſhall a little open to ye 
in two particulars. 
1. The ſame Bread is the objett of our $ 
ſes, both before and after the Conſecral 
"077 


* 2, No Body is the objett of our Senſes af 
ter the Conſecyation. | 

7. I ſay firſt, The ſame Bread is the objci 

of our Senſes, both before and afrer the Co 

. » ſecration ; before the Conſecration we {a 

1t\ Bread, we felt it Bread, it had the ſine 

the talt of bread, and after the Conſec 

tion, we fee, we feel; we ſmell, we taſti 

fo ſtill : and theſe are all the Senſes we han 
by which it is poſſible we ſhould take cogni 

- Tahce of it. < F” 


2. 'Tbe body of Chriſt is not the Objett 4” 


#ny-of our Senſes after the Conſecrats 
Doth any one ſee it, or fecl it, or ſmell it} 


or:taſt it? What-need we any further Teſti 


wony? Surely the Evidedce of-pur Senlef 
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in things that fall under the cogniſance of 
them (as all natural bodics do), is the moſt - 
certain Evidence we can have. The ftrength 
of this Argument dependeth upon the Truth 


-of that Maxime in Philoſophy, That the 
H Senſes are not deceived about their proper Ob- 
Wp-.j:its. There have indeed been great diſ- 


= about it among Philoſophers hereto- 
ore; ſome maintaining that they could nc- 


vererr; Others, that there is no certain- 


ty in them : But the generality of modern 


+ Philoſophers maintain, a middle Opinton 


betwixt theſe two Extremes ; 

That the judgment of ſenſe tis true or falſe, 
according to the Obggtt, the diſpoſition of 
the Inſtrument, and of the mgan, and 
che intention of the Mind. 

I. As to the 0 qeet or 7! hing perceived, 
they ſay there muſt be a-due diſtance betwixt 
the Senſe and it ; we ſee the Sun, Moon, and 
Stars, muchlefs then they are, What is the 
Reaſon ? The diltance which is betwixt our 


MF. "Eye and thoſe celeſtial Bodies. 2, The Ob- 


gett muſt be of a due quamtiegzfome things are 
fo ſmall that though they. be nigh enough to 
us we cannot truly diſcern them. 3. It 


> muſt have" Juſ# poſition. 4. It muſt be for 


ſome time befere- cur Senſe or under it; a 
tranſient glance of the Eye may miſtake its 
Objet, 5 Ir muſt n:t be of that Nature as 


"to offend our Senſe ;, for then it hindercth its 
K&#- due operation : The great: light'of the Sun 


blinds . 


58 A Diſcourſe againſt 
blinds us and confounds our Sight, 

2. Our Oran and Inſtrument of Seuſe at- 
ſo ruſt bein ture : He who is ſick and hath , 
his Palate vitiated with Humours, doth; 
not-taſt things- as they are ; nor the de-; 


feaſed Eye ſee things as they are, Cc. j| ga 
3. The Medium by or through which we ſu. 


muſt be rightly daſpsjed and proper: We, 
have not a true ſight of the Sun in miſty 
weather, becauſe the Air (which is our 4s 
dium ) is troubled, nor of a aff in the wa- 
ter, becauſe the water is not the pro 
Medium of fight. 4. Laſtly our mind muſt be 
intent upon the thing. It is the Soul which 
ſeeth by the Eye, taſteth by the Palate, &c.. 
Now if our mind be intent upon ſome thing 
elſe, though our Eye be open, we donot, 


rightly diſcern the colour ; and though the _ 


meat or drink be in our mouth, we may not 
truly diſcern the taſt. | 

Philoſophers ſay, that (except in theſe 
cafes) our Senſes cannot deceive us. . But 
1n our caſe it cannot be denied, but the Ob- 
ject (a natural body) is proper,as to the di- 
ſtance, it is near enough; as to the quanti- 
ty, it is big enough; . the poſition of the 
Object is right; it is ſome time before 


our Senſes, and comes very often under - 


them, - Communicants have not all vitia- 
te&Eyegs, or Palates, ſo there is no fault in 


the- Organ ; The medium is true and proper, 
we have the Air to ſce it in, .and it is not 
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| always miſty weather; Our minds are in- 
»f tent, and the more becauſe our Adverſaries 
'| are ſo confident that the natural Body of 
| Chriſt is there ; that they dare torture and 


burn hundreds of the Servants of God be- 
cauſe they will not ſay ſo too. Now in this 
caſe if our ſenſes can deceive us, What 
judgment can we make of any thing in the 
World ? What ſaith Bellarmne to this ? 


He ſaith, our Senſes are deceived in jud- 
ging of the greatneſs of the Stars of the figure 
of a ſtaff in the water (which there may ſeem 
to us crooked when as yet it is {treight) - 
but how idle is this? When we ſee the 
Stars at an undue diſtance, and the ſtaff by 
an undue Medi can any ſuch thing be 
fajd in our caſe ? He tells us 4 par of green 
Spettacles will makg a thing look green that is 
not ſo; but is not here an undue Aedinn 3 
That avitiated Palat will maks ſweet things 
taſt bitter; but what is this to the purpoſe ? 
Is every one ſick which receives the Sacra- 
ment, fo as he cannot ta(t bread from Fleſh. 
He tells us, that 1: the Rainbow we think we 

re divers Colours, when 'tis nothing but 
light refle&ed on a Cloud ; but is that a due 
diſtance think we ? In ſhort all that he ſaith 
with pretence of contradiction to this Argu- 
ment from Senſe (built upon that Maxime 
in philoſophy) is this, 


That the Senſes cannot be decevved as to ac- 


6. crdents 
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 erdents which :re the ſenſes proper Ol 0Wr. 
jefts, bur about the ſubſtances they may} © 3 
Here he ſaith, the Senſe is not deceivet;M) 
about the Accidents of bread, for they arg ot 
ſp, they are there; but it is deceived as to} M- 
the ſubſtance, which is but the Object 
the ſenſes by accident z -to this purpoſe 
tells us a ſtory of a piece of Wood, brought 
in his time out of Syria to Room ; whidl bre 
many took for Wood , the Figure, the Coo 
four, ſpake jt ſo: Thus, he ſaith we ma f co 
take Coppet to be Gold, and a piece off 
Ice to be Chriſtal ; and this he thinks fully nd1 
enough to anſwer the Argument, But how ly 
little it is to that purpoſe, you will eaſily } * 
judge by conſidering with me theſe follow-' des 
ing particulars. | "1 42 
1. That what he ſaith is falſe; if it be' bs 
Br 

no 

d 


not underſtood with the aforementioned li-'} 
mitations; for inall thoſe caſes 'tis mani} 
feſt, the Senſes may be deceived about ac-" 
cidents. 

\ 2. But Secondly, it is enough for us that 
he faith The Senſes cannor be deceived about © 
Accidents [their proper Objetts] ; for if the” 
Body of Chrift be there, it hath certainly its * 
accidents with it. Durandys indeed tells us it} 
is there without quantity ; but Befarmine® 
ſaith it's there with its whole quantity, | 
form, figure, &c, Now-we can fee none of 
theſe,therefore either the Senſes may be de- 
ceived about their properObjeds,or _ 


> 
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dy is not there (according:to Bellarmine's 
ok own conceſſion), 
xj] -3- But whether meer Accidents be the 
velh;aly' proper ObjeRs of all our Senſes, and 
1 not ſubſtances, deſerves a little Examinati- 
; t61,00./.1 know it js commonly faid that Sub- 
"< = non meurrit 11 ſenſum ; but whar 
{hall we ſay for our feeling ? do we onely 
F{celthe Accident primarily ! We feel the 
ic} bread betwixt the Tecth; we feel no Fleſh : 
20 ugain, 'the qualitas rattilis, the touchable 
ay condition or quality of the thing is the ac- 
Ft aent, and-differs plainly in fleſh and bread ; 
ly mwiwe feet no fleſh, and therefore certain- 
| iy-there is none there. 
ily | 4- fgain, Szppoſe that owr Senſe may be 
Wo decerved; without the help of another, Yet un- 
"M{ derthe Teſtimony of thret or four of theſe War- 
e | neſſes, nb "a Kit be E bled. tow? 
;. We See, we: Feel, we Smell, we Talt it 
17. Bread ; We See no Body of Chriſt, we Fee 
c. 4] none, we Smell; - we Taſtnothing like: ai Bo 
Jy ; If the Eye may take-Vinegar for Wine, 
it taſbwill correct it; Or if it takes1ce for 
it }ariſtal,' or Wood for Stone, the Touch or, 
e [fecling will rectify it; but here all the Sen- 
5 Js conſpire and tell us 'tis Bread, nothing 
;t out Bread,” it is -no Body ; May they all be 
e deceived ? | 
, |. 5- But ſuppoſe all our Senſes, paſſing a 
f-' Judgment upon a thing under their cogni- 
nd ance might be deceived for once,yet will mY 
s'-\ . bs. 


d te ; 


3 . 
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br decerved an 109 times about the ſame , 
Let us come to this ordinafce not onceg'# 
twice bnt an Hundred times, we ſhall 2 
See, Taft, Smel), Feel it Bread, and no Bodyb fl 
If Here be any Deception of the Senſes, 1 6 
four of them together are miftaken,and thaſ'n 
not once but ani 100 times in the ſame thing] 
6. And ſuppoſe the Senſes of ſome Perſe # 
mght deceive them as long as they live abou E 
particular obje&R, yet would af men's Senful f 
or any great Member of men's Senſes decring 
them at all times about the ſame abjet# ? 
many Hundred: Thoufind Proteſtants. 
there? Yetif one of them in this-point be 
his Senſes here deceived, all are : Yea, I by 
heve Papilts too; there'are very few Inſt 
ces in the World of any of them, who wi 
pretend to: Sze, Feel, Taſt,or Smell a Þ 
And as few who will not fay,that which & 
fee looks likeBread;feels likeBread $zc. H 
then do they know itis not fo?No-other-w 
bur by Fa:th (they fay ), Chriſt hath f@ 
This is ty Body : Wellbnt Chriſt alſo 
Thu;Cup k the New'Teftamem:; was then 
Earthen, or Silver Cup,the' New Covenadlf] 
No; but the Church rells ther, This is ry BY Of 
ay,muſt be taken Literally ; but Th# Cup 
the New Teftament m my Blood is there, ml" 
_ be taken Figuratively : YVenales avimail 
Servitutem pAratas. 29 
7. But yet they might have pretenomr. 
ſomething, If Chriſt had not referred the judgh ful. 
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ment of the reality of bis Body after his reſur- 
of rettzon to the Fudgment of humane Senſes. Luk. 


24. 39. When they judged him a Spirit,how 
te& doth he rectify their miſtake ? Doth he tell 
4-them he was a t71e body, though 594/eble,agd 

\not to be felt ? No ſuch matter. Nabaſh the 
ing} dmmmonite may put ſych aTerme of reconcili- 

r/o. ation With Iſraclites,as to pull out their right 

wed Eyes ; but ſaith Chrift, Behold my band: aud 

ſad feet, vt is I ny ſelf handle me, and ſee me, for 

cen @Spirit hath neither fleſhinor bongs as you ſee 
mbave, Theſe men ſay Ut z be,it isChrilts 

$-49-ive Body, but weican neither /ee hands, nor 

<8 few ,* fleſb nor bines; We cannot handle 

[ be] km. 

tal 8. How ridiculouſly do they talk of a 
| race in the caſe? Yea, many miracles 

which their Aſfaſs-Prieſts work in the caſe, 
;toſay nothing elſe in the caſe,can they ſhew is 

ol i theSoripture an example of any ſuch mirasls, 
wh (where tbe Senſes,none of the Senſes, 10 not four 
all of them working together, Where the ſenſes of 
all Thonfwrrds, working not tranſiently, but gnana- 
uy repeared Afts , cance diſcerne any, ſuch 
Ao? Certainly this is no Miracle, but one 

, Bd of Antichrilt's Lying orders; Which none 

pan be ſuch a Sot as to believe, whom God 

nal aath not given over cither to a reprobareSenſe, 

#44 of to. ſtropg Deluſions to helieve a Lyc, becauſe 

i] be hath not received theTruth inthe Love there- 

d&#f. Let usT-pray take a veiw of ſome Tran- 

wdjh Subllantiating Miracles, which we have in 
WT . facred 
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facred Record, and ſee how they agree withf by 
this pretended Mitacle ; Lors Wife was turmsf ta 
ed wnto.'a pillar of Salt, but after. this was bo 
dofie, did any ſee Lors Wife 'yet a live, af ar, 
Feel. her Natural Fleſh, and Bones? Or did 
they nor.Sec of Feel the Pular of Salt,but on cor 
ly believe.it while they ſaw Lors Wife yet-wef} of 
live ? Chriſt Joh. 2. T wrned Water into Wing we 
But what think you when Chriſt had dondf ks: 

this, did it Rill, Look, 'and Taff, and Fed'tur 
like Water eg Was there in it no colour, - taſk} we 

nor ſmell of Wine ? Surely then the- Mail tha 
ſter of the Feaſt wofullyQattered the Bride] Ng 
groom , telling him he had kept the. bel} me; 
Wine till the.Laſt, if at the laſt he could n&{ For 
ther Taft,See,nor Smell Wine there.In all hif it is 
other Miracles,did not the ſenſes judge?Dil the: 
not men'ſee the Dead ra:ſed,the Lepers cleaml falſe 
fed? Surely this is an. horrid contradiction Seri 
to annihilate our: Subſtance and to.createwfſ . 
nother to lie hid under the accidents of it; mor 
to-turn one Subſtance jato another;when my wy 

mifeftly,in the judgment of all the ſenſes pot-| 7 
ing ypeAt the pretendly,converted Subſtanggt conc 

1t is yet the ſame, and there is no ſuch'othal] cx , 
ſubſtance as it is pretended to be converted] };/:; 
to. 'I know Jellarmine ſaith,the Bread is ng; 
annihilated, becauſeſhe faith ) it is not 114d] to, 

nothing ; but turned to a Body: Io Wdto th 
trifleth, for as Bread it is an#ihilated ſare Wrr ſo; 

[tis made nothing of Bread; Itis turned ihe c 
to the Body of Chriſt, the — W p 


Fi. 
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FW bread, is annihilated; - but yet we ſte, we 
ztaſt, we Smell Bread: Is it turned into a: 
| body ? we See, we Feel, we T aſt nobody ; 
| are not theſe ſtrange Miracles ? 
9. Laſtly (to put an end to this Dif- 
4 courſe ), what certainty doe theſe men leave us 
i of the Truth of any thing under Heaven? If 
of we muſt riot truſt our Senſes, how ſhall we 
if krow there are any ſuch words in Scrip- 
q'ture as Thi s my Boay ? It may for ought 
we know be, Thr #« the ſign of my Body, So 
{ that certainly we have better proof, that the 
i Natural Body of Chriſt is not in the Sacta- 
ment, and the bread is not turned into it : 
For if the judgment of our Senſes be true, 
wh itis hot the Body of Chriſt, it is bread ; If 
q that be not true they may read the Scriptures 
nl falſe; they cannot be certain there 1s any 
"7 *ripture ſpeaks ſo. 
#{ - But Ihave ſpoken enough to ſhew the 
a] monſtrous Folly, and Vanity, and Blaſphe- 
MJ my of this Interpretation. 
ol Uſe. 1. In the firſt place, Let ushence 
WW conchude what horribleGuile,of the moſh. groſs 
Wl and damnable Idolatry, 2. Horrid and moſs 
W bdeous Blaſphemy, 3. Innocent blood and de-; 
teſtable Cruelty; cleaveth to the Church of 
Rome : And from thence gather an anſwer 
Fo that now- ordinary Queſtion, 14 hether 4 
| Wrrſon turning from the Proteſtant Church, to 
re Communion of that C - pre: may or my 
; or perſiſt, or dying in that Communion be 
| 1 1 f Wi 4 - F Saved 


66: A Diſcourſe acait/t T 
Saved? There are' divers moſt deteſtable 
D6Atrines (as thatof the Lawfulneſr of mure. 
thering Princes by any private Hand, if onee 
the Pope hath Excommunicated them, | &c) 
Whichwhen wecharge themwith,they think 
they quir themſelves 'of by telling us, they 
are not the Dodrines of their Church, buy 
the ſentiment of: ſome particular Dottorsy 
they-were never confirmed by the Pope 68] 
general Council. But they cannot ſay ſo for 
this ; | In the Councel of Trent theyveſtabli- 
fhed:theſe Canons amongſt others abour its] 


Maa mm == . ca. T _ 


StſF;T3. 4» 
If" any deny thae the Body, and Blood, and| *. 


Sdul; and Divine' Nature of Chriſt, (andl © 
ſoexphole Chriſt, )isript truly, really, and fall % 
ftantially- conttined in tht Sacrament "of "th 
— Holy Euchariſt, bu: ſhall: fy: thas. heat] ** 

y there, as inthe figne, or'ſigure, ! or Wir ®: 
tHally ; Let him be aceurſed. 

\ Can. 2. . '3 
"If 999 ſhall ſay, that in: the ' Holy Sacre] 7 
ment" the Emntharsſt, the ſubſtance' of Mt 
Bread -and Wine remaineth, rogether with th þ 
Þoay and Blood of Chriſt, and (hall deny tht 
wonderful and foroular Converſion of the] F 
whole Subſt ance'of the Bread 'into the Body po) 
and of rhe whole Sidhatice of "the: Wile aps 
the blood of Chriſt, the ſpecies onely of Bu 
mans ---- Let him beaccy 
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TranſubſantGetion.. 67 
PLE FW "3 ies he þ ” 
T A eny,that woven t e Con rati- 
” oh pap ſolde Fady und. Bloud.of .Cbriſt is 
F| wot 11 the admir- ble; Sacrament of the Encha- 
ik | fs £2 6714hy 47 uſe, . whe it is taken and not 
fo nor af ter, and uot tr the Hoſt or Parti- 


whrh remain | Conmiunjon, Let 
be Accurſed, i112 7 $> 
| #12105 511! os bi 6112 FT*9 
*t 14: Y Can. 6; ' 
W; auy. one ſhall ſay, that Chrif the FE 
begatter Sou. of God, #5.n0t to be Worſby ped 
wth av external Dion. my 18 the Hal 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt, and pena” it 
þ. not to be Venerated by A peculiar. feſtioal 
Celebration, nor to be folemnly.cartied about, 
ed Publikely-beld ons to rhe People thibs; Ado- 
red, #ccording, to. #he.anwerſub Right! and 
P Cſtoae .of | Haly Church,.. and that the ade- 
Tr hf * #\ are Lala, Let hinybe Accur- 

. 7 Aw , 11 

| Con, 8, 

al - if any one ſhall fay. this Chrifh held-farrh 
8 Euthariſt, 4s ta be Hater ovly fpiratunls 


antnot Sacramentaily avd really: Let him 
\accurſed. 

4 Here are five Curſes? concerm us; but 
We Arc. but the Popezand the Txens Conn: 
lers,but theApoltle (whoſe words have far 
_ weight) Nath twice, curſed-thewy all 
.cuf\64!, » 0: 9. | 4.4 1 CIWyIQ9s 
® Nt TH MAY . ' Fx. Vs 
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A Diſcourſe - cl 
T boy -1f we, or atl' Angel from Heaven, 
» preach any other Ge ec You? than 
- that . which we have Preached to you 
Lethim be Accurſed. 
As we ſaid before, ſo ſay I now agaen, 4 
 - » any. man Preach any other Goſpel utuo|. 
you; then that which yon have recesvea 
Let him be Accurſed. 
Let us be more afraid of the Apoſtles, 
than of the Popes Anathemacs. You ſee 
this isthe Doctrine of their Church; That 


the Bread agd Wine is really turned into 


Body and” Blogd of Chriſt, That Divi] 


Worſhip 15 to be grven tot, and that nor onh 
im the Sacrament, but: when ot 85 Carried & 
bout mm Proctſſion, | 
Now if (as 1 have abundant! y. proved to 

you) this be but a Dream, an 
fill which they thus Worſhip, Whet grofſe 
1dolatry was ever committed under Hew 
ven ? Indeed * themfelves confeſs it. - 
None can doubt (Caith 


it be: Bread Ji 


| « Reffenſis Con- their” great Maſter Mar- 


tra. Decol; /: 1. tyr Fiſher, ſome | times 


cap. Zee alſo Biſhop of Rocheſter), *but 
Coſterus Eun- if there be nothing” 


chiri4,Qontrov, ' © Bread in the Encharifh] > 


C. GP. you, **!the whole Church for ho no 


Green bundred Years þ 


(i benwldolaihous, and as many as have be , 


<< before us and adored this Sceraments alt 
* a/lDammed, Youſee he grants the thi 


eliy 


of | v1. 
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Tranſubſtanttation. 69 
that if there be nothing but Bread and 
Wine, cc. they are Idolaters, 'damnable 
4] Idolaters; but for his: two Concluſions, 
4 That the whole Church for fifteen hundred 
Years hath been ſo,  lieth upon his Friends 
ray $o-prove (this Worſhip came in long fince.) 
144 or that ſuppoſing'they were Idolaters, eve- 
es] 4jone:muſt be damned (thats 'another 
thing to be: proved.) a1 | 
eat} 1d add, it is 'not'only gnilty' sf Tdolarry, 
butthe moſt palpable and groſs Idolatry. I- 
lh Watry is an Erronr about the Objett of Di- 
ny} we Worſhip ; 48 to which we nay ſee when 
F&} Fe make any thing that is a Creature, 
[5114 Either the'ter-4jnative Obje; fo as 
tof our Worſhip endeth' in it; 1 + + 

al} 2; Or the miHtiare Objeft to which we 
ve aDivineW grſhip,though not ultimate. 
y, but” through! and by it to the true God. 
This was the*©[Idolatry ' of "the:' Golden: 
Calf,, Feroboam and © Micah, © 

at-ſ | 3. Or theCommemorarive Objifi(which yet 
all will not grant Idolatry, though it hath'a 
very ill appearance).:As now-fuppoſe when 
ane. ſaw the Sun, he ſhould preſently fall 
iſ] twnbefore it or bow,pretending he doth it 
#4} mby to the Sun: but to the true God; only he 
any maketh uſc of that noble Work of God, to 
= in him in mind of the true God}; -and of 


is Homage to him ; (as the wiſer-Papiſts 
StHay, their Images, and Crucifixes: only put 
6] ther ia mind; od and Chriſt): Reaſon 


79 4. Diſcohſe againſt | 
will tell.us; the firſt 'is Creſſeſſerm Tddbelh ſe 
zr24,. the, molt groſs and. apparent Idolawy% 
imaginable ; and ſuch as doubt: wherh inf 
ever anyBarxbarians were guilty of (yew lh? 
thoſe that, worſhipped the hoſt of Heaven]: 

The $2, 44009, and-Sters,/ being noblezanff ® 
glorious bodys,: and at 'ſuch' diftance from P. 
uS3: 8$.WE Fannot COMEto- 4 Certain knows] 
ledge of their beings, and+their influendy] 
ſo verygreat and various, might; (for ought] ® 
I know) be miſtaken for the ſupreare-1tivmgh ® 
beings, \but for thoſe that ,worſhippedsfolf ® 
lanars things, it wil never- enter into ml 
thoughts;that they took them for Godz 
Jupreme-fiving being ; but paid their: ho} 
mage to a ſupreme: living: þcing, of xvi 
they;hatkno.true knowledge,in and by thoſe * 
Creatures, -in which they' ſaw ſomethin] 
of his life and power exerted. Buthbe th th 
as it wilkz;:as to-theſe' Idolaters and: this 
kind of [dolatry, there were certainly d6 
Brebid-105 $0judge of which this is'« goo 


© By hewcameh any creature: is further if 
0 ofram thy Divite Nature, and. bei 
. Ang we either do or may with. the 
Or, ſep, and reaſon keywow ttto-be fa 5 
D7us of mugn: the more grefs: our Taotatryin 
"> Linf- we giue an bonmage or werſhapi't ooh 
which only due or aught only toobt gi 
- 1/064 te4ht rue God; ade; 1 1 
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_  Tranſubſtantiatien. "71 
vdyl ſeeing the Sw77 07 Aſoon ſuch glorious Crea- 
wbtures, and obſerving what vaſt and varions 
\ {influences they Mave, and being notable to 
gl ogne at tzem by |:is ſenſi s ta difcern what 
1 kind.of beings they are,nor hath had ingenu- 
<a gusEducition te2ching him to uſe his reaſon 
on toamakc up a judgment of them ; ſhall fancy 
{that they are living beings and Supreme be- 
*{ ings, and thereforc pay a divine Homage 
10 and adoration to them : But if one ſhall 
27} take a ſtone, or 2 picce of wood, or bread, 
and.give a divine homage to-that, he is.cer- 
tainly a greater Idolater. then the other ; 
becauſe he hath advantage by his Senſe and 
Reaſon more to diſcern the remotenefſs 'of 
theſe things then the other; from any di- 
vine Being. iThoſe two great Prophets, Fexe- 
miab , Fer. 10. 3, and Jſ/aiah , derided 
the Jewiſh madneſs in their Idolatry thus:; 
Ja. 44. 12,1 3, 14, 15,,a 6, 17. TY 
« The Sruth with the rongs both worketh in 
the coals, and faſhioneth it with an hammer, 
and worketh ut with the Strength -of bis 
Arme. The Carpemer ſtretcheth it ont 
wth a rule; he marketh it out with a com- 
paſs, and fitteth it with planes, and maketh 
it after the figure of a man, according 10 the 
| beauty of a man, that it may remain in rhe 
houſe, he heweth him down Cedars and'taukgth 
the Cypreſs and the Oak; whichrhe Strength- 
w#eeh for himſelf amongſt the trees of the 
| forreſt : be p bh an Aſh, and the rain doth 
WES a” F 4 nouril, 
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72 A Diſcourſe againſt 

F 7 nouriſh it, then ſhall it be for a ma# to but} fait 
for he will take thereof and warm humelfyPa 

-yea he kandlethit and baktth Bread, yea the 

F "onaketh a God, and worſhippeth it ; he makal\(69 

a graven Image, and falleth down theven me 
he burneth part thereof un the fire, with pau" 
thereof be eateth Fleſh; he roſteth roſt, ani 
is ſatisfied , yea he warmeth himſelf , aallf C2 
faith Aha, Iam warm, I have ſeen the Firth be 
And the reſidue thereof he maketh a God, oh iſ 
ven bis graven Image ; he falleth down, all} mu 
worſhippeth it, and prayeth untoit, and ſail it 
Deliver me, for thou art my God. 41h 
Let us try to make a parallel a little bs 
4twixt the Papiſts and theſe brutiſh Idols 
ters: The husband man buyeth his ſeed 
wheat,'*this he ſoweth in his Field, when 
1s grown up he moweth or reapeth_it with 
-hisfithe or fickle, and laycth it in his Barnj 
where the Mice. and Ratts eat a part : the 
0ther' part he beats out with his flayle, he 
winnoweth it with a fan, he lays it up in 4 
Chamber ; then he carricth it to the Mill, 
the Miller griuds it in peices with ſtones, 
then the Baker taketh a part, which he 
worketh with the ſtrength of his Armes, 
he moulds it, he faſhioneth it, he heateth 
his Ovenwith fucll, he puts his dough into 
his-Oven,” he with' part of it eateth his 
Fleſh rolt or boiled, with part he feeds his 
"=o fouls, and: part of it he carrieth to a Maſs 
pm  Orleſt, he lifts it up with his hands, a 
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Tranſubftantiation. 37 
faith This is my Body : prone the blind 
elffPapst falls down beforeit, kneels te it, (at 
«the tinkling of a Bell), and cryes out A 
a_l-God, and he prays to it, and faith Delrver 


ul me, thou art my Saviour, 


als Might the Jewiſh Idolaters have bin told 
wg dy their own Senſes,” by the Smith and the 
Carpenter, that their graven Image could 
7 beno divine being ? and may not the Pa- 
, #0 p1f- be told the ſame, from the Husband- 
al wr, the Threſher, the Miller, the Baker, 
they had noſenſes of their own 2 Oh, but 

| thear ſome whiſpering, 'tis no Idolatry be- 

bef cauſe they think zt is the true natural Body of 
lay Chriſt, and the Scripture ſeemeth at feaſt to 
+} fey ſo. Sol, The Biſhop of Rocheſter had 
nth more wit then to think any thing of this Na- 
ith} ture would excuſe them ; and therefore 
6; toundly confeffeth, that if there be nothing 
hef but Bread in the Eucharilt they are damna- 
hef ble adolaters. -2. Did ever any Idolaters 
2] m'the world (think we) when'they wor- 
1, | ſhipped their Idols not think they worſhip- 
| ped the true God ?. 3. If any ſhould: fall 
he down and worſhip every dods, CVErY lambe, 
$1 &c. thinking they were Chriſt; and have- 
th] ing the fame colour of Scriptore 'as tn-this 
to.| Text,z would his chizk ſo, or the* phraſe of 
is | $ctiprure,, excuſe: his guilt" think "WE? 
is | Surely: they ought to think better, to uſe 
ſs | their Reaſon and Senſes, -and to compare 
| Spiritual things with*Spiritual : which if 


74 A Diſcourſe againſt 
wedae ; judge from. What I bave ſaid, w 
ther:the. fap:/x bg notes groſs Idolaters. hy, 
are inthe World : ? Idplazry ſurc hath mo , 
then a relative being to bc PEER | 
very ones [dle fancy. | 

'2-+ But: {aolatry Js; not all. their gl 
what, you have heard will evince. the 
| guilty-of Blaſphemy as ,well as of Idolatr.1 
Is it not Blaſphemy to ſay,the Body of ChriK, 
is in.part- »ade «p of bread ? ſo it muith 
if the bregd be not, annihilated, as Bella 
me; ſaith isnot, but turned.into. the flellfi,- 
, of Chriſt, If they ſay. a Prieſt can male 
the body of Chriſt, If they ſay that The bod, 
of Chriſt.nay breed Worms; &c, Is not thillas 
blaſphemy ? but indeed they will nog ſiy WS 
an rerwn/4is , therefore 1, ſhall charge thenflye, 
nofurther. s 

3 But Oh! what a bloody Synagogulg.! 
are "they ! how much of the blood of innoff; 
cents is;found in the Skirts of their* whol j 
Chuxch-)/if. this. you! have heard be true 
what cruelty are hey to be charged with: 
This:was Bowers killing queitian, jn- Qzee Bl 
Marys days, go your believe that the b:ay dh; 
Chr y hat true natural body which be brough mi 
; womb of the Virgin, 1s inthe Sac 
one? 4 0x. that the bredd. aud wine in tbr SA 
| ths turned int6tbat ve ery body7 And " pe 
: cauſe; thoſe berref inſtruited and ijnnocet ir . 
KR Servants of God conld-not ſay, Yes, The; 
br ah 20S io Fo OOF and Pers vw þ 
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jr fect. in the Stocks; famiſhed 'them, 
"Sorn'dithem alive, *daſhed'out their brains 
with Halbards, filled' England 'with' inno- 

me: blood: This very City had its ſhare ; 

was ever ſuctr etuelty heard of ? was ever 
xeater- blood-puiltineſs ' ſticking to any 
aftion? they ſpared neither learned nor 
mlkarned, young nor old, men nor women, 

d not big with child, they had no pitty of 

ie fruit of their/bodys: Surely in the 
Wirts of this Synagogue is the blood of 1a- 
##s, And alas! how few were the drops 

"For blood ſhed upon this account in Eng- 
Lo, in that five years time, to what was 
"Whilled before here, and for four or five hun- 
& | d years, ' i-other parts of the World! 
* #the Lord abhoyreth bloody men (as Pſal. x. 
6.) if the blood-thirſty man ſhall” be de- 
"Pftroyed, Pſal 55. 22. ſurely their whole 
AF Church muſt be'an abomination to the holy 
i God, and their judgment ſleepeth not; and 
" {#ith a very ordinary Spitit of Prophecy 
— Ft may cry out 'to Rome, Woe to thee thor 
" Woody City, for God ſhall jndlge thee. _ 
Fevrery good Chriſtian that valueth his Sou, 
S7 vill'cry out tothem,” Depare from me" yot 
cody men + and we have 511 reaſon to re- 
LJ pcarithe Plalmiſts prayer, Pſal.'59, 2. De- 
be Wer-us fromP[itheſe] workers of miquity, and 
r ave us from [ thefe) bloody men, | 
— $29d2?: And hence both the Poprſh\Prieft, and 
"Iv 46//arrzed or wambling Proteſtants, 
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7 P | Difeoutſe againſt 1 oF 
which they ſo:much trouble un{tableSouki 
* Whether 8 man may not-be ſaved in the cat" 
$6--nknion of the preſent Church of Rome ?/1 

. Whether ian ignorant /perſon , walkim 
inthe ſimplicity of his heart amongſt thefenc 
and havinginever known -better things; ne 
bin able-to judge of their abominationgy/u 
having had means to know them, ſer\ 
God according: to his light.4-may not! 
faved ?. may poſſibly .be a mute queltie 
But whether «ne that hath bin bred «pun 
Proteſtant Religion, in the knowledge af i 
Scriptures:y \ and pader the clear ſun-(lnewp 
the Goſpel,,;apoſtarizang from that profejſinlal 
and turning A eee to them , knowl 
what they haye.done, aud what they ſay, af 
bold living and dying in theix communion, ol 
be Saved? is a queſtion, inthe anſwer | 
-which then can'be no difficulty ; while 
Scripture- tell us ſo plainly, that dolatt 
ſhall never inherit the Kingdome of Gf 
.1 Cor... 6. 9,. and that Adurderers and Jann 
laters fhall have their part in the lake whiaur 
burneth with fire and Erimſtone, Rev: 21.80 
It is a queſtion in -the affirmative of whiclWc 
it.is fat for .noge_to'engage himſelf, but hid 
whos prepared ta afſert, That the Scripturalſ 
are not 'the Word: of God; for if they; bel 
thejr judgment is plain enough,.T hey canndſit 
inherit the K; dom of God.;. - \ 
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: 3+ Andis this gow a Religion? « 18 4h 
| Chprch of: Rope, a Society fit. for any th 1 
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\Wſtructed in the principles of Religion, to 
nc him or her Self unto ? -Have men ne | 
* cat read of the danger of 1do/atry? Know 
ey not how the Scripture every where 
tegmpares' it to Whoredomt ? Every where 
neqmounceth' - the moſt formidable Judg- 
nes of God againſt it ? Have they never 
tor heard "6f the cruell Safferings of out 
-fathers'under thefe bloody men ? Muſt 
ty voltmtarily throw themſelves into the 
wiety of - thoſe who ſlew thoſe faithfull 
fitnefſes of God ? Doe they underſtand 
guilt of blood fo little;that they will pull 
ponvthemfſclves the guilt of all that blood 
at hath been ſhed from the blood of Zob#- 
this & Hierom of Prague in Germany, to the 
wod of thgſk three Men arid two Women” 
d ff "Canterbury, No. 10. 15958- 
ie [aſt I think in England which-Died un-: 
r"theit bloody hands ) ?- If they be wed- 
"myot their Religion, have _—_ none to joy 
:ahemſclves unto but the grofleſt: Idolaters,: 
aa horrid Blaſphemers; - where the Crea- 
ure. pretends to make his Creator ? yea, 
make a God of a piece of Bakers Bread, 
nd Eat+ him. when they have done ? 
Mn, that any ſenſual, forelorne Souls ſhould 
Wm, to provoke God, to give them over*to 
uch a decree of i-piety; dorage, and delira-: 
on. Is that a Religion firfor 'reaſonable 
Fan to be of, in which-they nwſt deny their 
Weeſor and Senſe ? Nay rather let us _ 
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theVoice which Saint n heard: from H 
-ven;Rev.-18,/4, 5. ou out of her my Pe 
that Yau be. not part akgrs of. her Stat, ans 
you receive not of her Plagaes -, For. her: 
bave reached unto: Heaven, and Gio hathy 
meinhired ber Tniquitics.., And let.us ally; 
membring the Bloud of. qur. Fool 
and: the Blood) of the Servants;. the; ble 
Servants of- God-,in other, Counties,” 
our Cryes with -the'cryes of the, Sauls.of 
that were (ian for the word of God,and for, 
Teſtimony which they held in this point; 
fiys How long Lerd, Holy and. True,do t 
non:jndge and avenge our Bloed an the 7 
dwelt on the Earth ?. ” 
Uſe, 24. But q to conclude ) ps of 
Bread and Wine: in. the- Sacra be n 
{ in this horrid and and. Se 
tbe Body and Blaod of- Chreſt; Yet ther 
truth in\ theſe Words, | T 1s. 59,41) Body 
They are, in another Seals, Tha Body a4 
Blood of Chrift.. , 
-.1. The*Elements arc true Signs of the 3 | 
&nd Blood of Chriſt. 
2: The Ordinance isa truc- and admit, 
Aeaanes by which the benefit, of the ; 
of Chriſt is conveyed. robelievers... . -,. ' 
> < 34/Vport your worthy reCerVingy you will 4 
 findit « Sealer only of the Righteonſneþ 
E- ae rene) arte, che ren 
Ae Dogrin ofthe Goſpel,) bat of the Rig "em 
= nos 4 C "__ __ ouey to your $ an 
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